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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE REGRET to learn that the illness from which Lord Justice 
BaccaLtay is suffering at present confines him to his bed, but it is 
hoped that he will be able to resume his seat in the Court of 
Appeal in the course of a few days. 





A SET OF RULES for the government of the Central Office of the 
Supreme Court has just been settled by the Practice Masters and 
will be found in another column. Such a code of office practice 
has long been wanted, and it will probably be found that not only 
will it assist solicitors and their clerks, but it will save the masters 
much time now taken up in answering questions on office practice 
and regulations. It will, moreover, help to make the practice 
throughout the Central Office absolutely uniform, and will set at 
rest many doubtful and difficult questions frequently arising. It 
should be observed that there is little or nothing new in these 
rules, which are founded either on existing general orders of one 
or other of the Divisions of the High Court, or on old and well- 
established practice, as varied by the Orders of the Supreme Court 
of April, 1880. , 





THE STATE OF BUSINESS in the Chancery Division has prob- 
ably given rise to the rumour of the intended appointment of a 
new judge, to which we referred last week. Causes have 
recently accumulated with even unwonted rapidity, and the inter- 
locutory business has also largely increased. Mr. Justice Nortu, 
sitting for Mr. Justice Curry, has been able, during the whole 
of this week, to take nothing but interlocutory matters. A 
heavy cause has blocked the court of Mr. Justice Fry, and it is 
understood that other lengthy causes are about to come on. 
Meantime many causes with witnesses which are ready to be 
heard, and have already been in the paper, have been postponed, 
and witnesses who had been summoned from long distances 
have been sent back. In one of these causes a number of 
witnesses have been summoned three times, at an expense of at 
least £50 each time. We have always been reluctant to urge 
additions to the judicial bench in order to meet temporary emer- 
gencies, but we imagine that the Whitsuntide cause-paper of 
the Chancery Division will show, when taken in connection with 
the cause-papers for recent sittings, that there is a steady and 
rapid increase of business which calls for some addition to the 
judicial strength of that Division. 





THE QUAINT SPECTACLE of an election of a registrar of deeds, 
accompanied by all the circumstances of canvassing, conveyances, 
special trains, and general commotion accompanying a hotly con- 
tested county parliamentary election, has just been witnessed at 
Beverley. Under 6 Anne, c. 35, the election of the registrar of 
the East Riding Registry is to be made by all the freeholders 
within the East Riding and the town of Hull, of the yearly value 
of £100, and is to be “ performed by balloting ”’ of a very peculiar 
kind. Any five of the justices of the East Riding, appointed by the 
major part of the justices, are to be “scrutators of the ballot,” 
and are to “meet on the day and place of election, and there, 
in the presence of the electors, shall place one or more glass vessels 
to be provided for that purpose, into. which each elector present 
shall put one open paper, containing the name of such person as 
he approves of to be registrar.” The vacancy in the registrar- 





ship caused by the death of Mr. Jouw MaistER, who was elected 
in 1346, after a two days’ polling, was on the present occasion 
contested by three candidates. The canvass is stated to have ex- 
tended over three months, and the contest between two of the 
candidates was very close, the successful candi iate being elected 
by a majority of only thirty-four. The registrar is paid by fees, 
and has to enter into a recognizance with two sureties “of the 
penalty of £2,000,” for the “ true and faithful performance of his 
duty in the execution of his office.” 





PRactTITIONERS who may happen to have charge of an action 
for libel will do well to study the case of Stott. Sampaon— 
(reported in this week’s WEEKLY Reporter, also in L. R. 
8 Q. B. D. 491). It was there held by Maraew and Cave, 
JJ., that in an action for Jibel_ neither evidence of rumours 
before publication that the plaintiff had commj the offences 

luct of the plaintiff, can be admitted in reduction 

damages, but that evidence of the general bad reputation of the 
plaintiff is admissible. The importance of the judgments con- 
sists in the fact that hitherto the law had to be gathered from a 
number of scantily reported, and often contradictory, rulings at 
Nisi Prius, of which Leicester vy. Warren (2 Camp. 251) is 
perhaps the best known, whereas the recent decision (see the judg- 
ment of Cave, J.) extracts the principles from these rulings, and 
lays down the law in the three categorical propositions above 
stated, so that a Court of Appeal, if the decision should in future 
come up for review, will have comparatively easy work to do. We 
think that the decision will be accepted as good law. It arose, it 
will be remembered, from the action in which a theatrical critic 
sued the editor of a newspaper for a libel, alleging that he had 
endeavoured to extort money by threatening to publish defama- 
tory matter concerning a deceased actress. The defendant had 
attempted to give evidence of rumours of similar endeavours, 
and of previous acts “ which were said to have been of a dis- 
creditable character,” as that he had after a quarrel with a 
particular actor written for a newspaper a false and dishonest 
criticism of that actor’s acting, “for the purpose of gratifying 
his spite against that gentleman.” But Lord Coteripeg, C.J., 
rejected both kinds of evidence, and it is this rejection which 
has been supported. Leicester vy. Warren appears to be dis- 
tinctly overruled, but it is pointed out that “ Sir James Mans- 
FIELD in that case expressed his own dissatisfaction with the 
arguments adduced in support of the admissibility of the 
evidence, but yielded to three cases which were cited before 
him,” and are shown not to have been in point, because merely 
supporting the proposition that evidence of general bad reputa- 
tion is admissible. “To deny this would,” as is cited from 
Starkie on Evidence, “be to decide that a man of the worst 
character is entitled to the same measure of damages with one of 
unblemished reputation. A reputed thief would be placed on 
the same footing with the most honourable merchant. 

To enable the jury to estimate the probable quantum of 





injury 
sustained, a knowledge of the party’s previous character is not 


only material, but seems to be absolutely essential.” Far other- 
wise is it with evidence of rumours and particular acts. Of such 
evidence it is well observed by Cave, J., that “to admit evidence 
of rumour is to give anyone. . . an opportunity of spreading, 
through the means of the publicity attending judicial p ings, 
what he may have picked up from the most disreputable sources,”’ 
while evidence of particular acts of misconduct “at the most 
tends to prove, not that the plaintiff has not, but that he ought 
not to have, a good reputation,” and in effect “throws upon the - 
plaintiff the difficulty of showing an uniform propriety of con- 
duct during his whole life,” 
27 
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Tue Distress AMENDMENT Britt of Sir Huayry Horranp, 
which reached the stage of committee this week, is a measure 
which seems to stand q fair chance of passing. Mainly it 
applies to agricultural tenancies. only, but the last clause, which 
provides that “no arrears of rent shall be recovered by any dis- 
tress but within two years after the same shall have become due,” 
is ageneral one. With regard to agricultural tenancies of any 
extent, the Bill proposes to exempt live stock on the i for 

i male stock used for breeding purposes, and machinery, 
if they are “the bond fide property of a person other than the 
tenant.” In the case of the live stock not used for breeding, the 
exemption is not to.attach unless the owner has given to the land- 
lord notice in writing, within four days, of the contract of agist- 
ment. In the. case of live stock of either kind, the landlord may, 
“from time to. time, by notice in writing to the owner of the live 
stock, stating the amount ofrent inarrear, . . . uire such owner 
of live stock, within four days after-the delivery-of the notice, to 
pay to such landlord or his agent the said amount, or to remove 
his live stock from the premises within the said four days” ; 
and the Bill proceeds to provide that, “if within such 
period the arrears be not paid by the said owner, or his live 
stock remoyed from the said premises, the said stock 
shall not be entitled to exemption.” By subsequent clauses 
the amount paid by the owner is recoverable by him from the 
tenant, and may be set off against a sum due by him to the ten- 
ant for agistment, and the, removal of the stock in pursuance of 
the landlord’s notice determines the owner’s agreement with the 
tenant. Ifa distress be proceeded with in disregard of the ex- 
emptions, the owner may proceed against the party levying it, or 
causing it to be levied, before justices of the peace for a ‘‘ summary 
order for restoration of the live stock seized, or for payment of the 
real value thereof,” but any party who thinks himself aggrieved by 
any order of justices is to have an appeal to quarter sessions. The 
Bill, so far as it extends the idea of the Lodgers’ Goods Protection 
Act, 1871, and the Railway Rolling Stock Protection, Act, 1872, 
seems to be, unobjectionable in principle, and we fail to see why 
the same principle should not be extended to all kinds of tenancies, 
and to the goods of third persons of whatever kind. 





Tux quvzszion how far the liability of a carrier of passengers 
has been extended by two recent decisions, and the bearing of the 
doctrines enunciated in them on a certain notorious channel pas- 
sage, was mooted by a leading journal a few days ago. The old 

e acted on in Hadley v. Baxendale (9 Ex. 341), and Hamlin 
v. Great Northern Railway 
have been considerably altered by the enlarged sympathy for suffer- 
ing shown by the Court of Appeal in Macmahon v. Field 
(L. B, 7 Q, B. D. 591), on which we recently commented, 
Looking at that case in connection with Hobbs v. London and 
South-Western Railway Company (L. R. 10 Q. B. 111), the 
question whether the colds caught, the suffering endured, and the 
engagements, missed in consequence of that wearisome tossing, 
would now be held to be “ natural results,” anticipated by both 
parties, seems a matter of uncertainty. It may be found that in 
the particular voyage alluded to. the conditions attached to the 
contract. of carriage exonerate the railway company from the con- 
sequences. of such a delay, And the mere fact that a royal per- 
sonage was crossing, might possibly be held to relieve the com- 
pany, if the delay could be attributed solely to the disarrange- 
ment of traffic consequent thereupon. Lord Justice Jamuzs, in the 
Court of Appeal, once said that a “railway company must be at 
liberty, to accept any traffic brought to it—a special train for the 
Queen, or a royal visitor—although it thereby disabled itself later 
in, the day from keeping the times mentioned in its time tables.” 
And the interference of the Government with the management of 
the company, and the exigencies of the case, might not impossibly 
be held to.excuse them. In cases of ordi accident and delay, 
the law. seems to. press. hardly on ce ciahion of railway 
companies, broad though they be; but this stringency, in the 
same mapner as the strange perverseness, of juries, tends to 
render the traffic services, in general, wonderfully effective. 





Iz wiki bz szEN from the report which will be found in 


Company (1 H. & N. 408), seems to |) 





another column that the curious decision. of Mr. Justice Cuirty 
in In re Angove has been reversed by the Court of Appeal. A 


solicitor delivered to his client a bill of costs, and on the next day 
‘delivered to him a cash account, showing a balance to the credit 


of the client, after deducting the amount of the bill of costs, of 
£1 18s. 1d. The client, six months afterwards, called at the 
solicitor’s office and asked for payment of the balance due to him, 
which he said was £1 16s. The solicitor, taking the client’s word 
for the amount, and not referring to his papers, gave hima cheque 
for that amount. The client afterwards obtained the common 
order to tax the solicitor’s bill, and Mr. Justice Currry refused to 
discharge the order,.on the ground that, “in point of law, a pay- 
ment of £1 16s. was not a payment of £1 18s. 1d.’’ The question 
was obviously not whether the balance due to the client had been 
paid, but whether the solicitor’s bill had been paid by the client. 
The demand by the client ofthe balance he supposed to be due to 
him on the account showed that he accepted the account, setting 
off the bill of costs against the amount due to the client; and this 
would clearly be a good payment of the bill. 





No LESS THAN THREE QUESTIONS were asked in the House of 
Commons on Monday night in relation to the railway Lge 
duty and the exemptions therefrom. Mr. Grapstong, in his 
separate answers to the querists, held out no prospect of amending 
legislation. We cannot but think that this is much to be deplored. 
It is material to point out in connection with the subject that the 
Select Committee of 1876 reported that “the Inland Revenue 
have felt bound to make arrangements with the railway companies, 
based on different plans, and known as the ticket, mileage-fraction, 
and percentage systems (which are all entirely outside the law), 
as a temporary means of doing justice to the railway companies, 
and at the same time protecting the interests of the revenue; ” and 
added, “that without imputing any blame to the officers of the 
Board of Trade or Inland Revenue, who appeared only to have 
acted for the best, . the committee could not but regard a 
state of affairs in which they were forced to countenance a 
departure from the law as decided by the House of Lords, as in 
the highest degree unsatisfactory.” Nor should it be forgotten that 
certain arrears of duty amounting, in 1866, to from two to four 
millions sterling, though practically condoned, have never been 
legally remitted, so that the companies are still legally liable to 
pay the whole of this very large amount. 


7 








A WAY OUT OF THE MORTMAIN ACT. 


Tue mode of evading the provisions of 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, pointed 
out by Wallgrave v. Tebbs (2 K. & J. 318) ; Tee v. Ferris (1b., 
357), and other cases, is. attended with these disadvantages—that 
the testator must trust entirely to the honour of the rersons to 
whom he devises the property absolutely, and that no communica- 
tion of the charitable intentions of the testator must have been 
made to the devisees during his life, or at all events there must 
have been no express or implied undertaking by them to carry 
them out (Robotham vy. Dunnett, L. R. 8 Ch. D. 480). A much 
better mode of accomplishing the objects of persons who desire to 
make gifts to charities to take effect after their death, without 
regard to the question how far their property may then consist of | 
pure personalty, appears to have been opened up by the recent 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Jn re Robson, Emley v. - 
Davidson (30 W. R. 257). 

In this case R., the owner of property amounting to about 
£20,000, and consisting as to about half of pure personalty, and as 
to the remainder of money on mortgage of leaseholds, resorted to 
this device. He executed a deed whereby he covenanted to pay 
£20,000 to trustees, at or before twelve months from the date, 
upon trust to pay the income thereof to his wife and to himself 
successively for life, and after the death of the survivor upon such 
trusts as his wife should by will or codicil appoint. The wife, on 
the same day, executed a will whereby, in exercise of the power, 
she appointed the £20,000 to the same trustees, upon trust (after 
payment of certain legacies) to pay the residue to such persons 
and for such purposes as she should by deed poll direct ; and by a 
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deed poll, also executed the same day, she directed the same 
trustees to pay the residue of the £20,000 to certain persons to be 
elected as charity trustees according to a certain scheme, and for 
certain charitable purposes set out in the deed poll. The coven- 
antor retained the deed of covenant in his hands, and the £20,000 
was not paid during his lifetime. In an action for the adminis- 
tration of his estate, his next of kin contended that the provisions 
made by the deed poll were void, as being con to the pro- 
visions of the Act, and also that the charitable provisions made by 
the will of the wife and the deed poll were void under the 
same statute as to so much of the £20,000 as ought to be raised 
out of the testator’s personalty savouring of realty. The Court 
of Appeal, however, held that the covenant, will, and deed were 
not void as constituting together a scheme to evade the Act, and 
that, as the £20,000 was a debt due to the trustees which might 
have been enforced under the covenant in R.’s lifetime, it was, 
though ultimately devoted to charitable purposes, enforceable 
against his estate whether consisting of pure or impure per- 
sonalty, 


The grounds of the decision were stated as follows by the 
Master of the Rolls ;—‘ Though the deed seems to have remained 
in the covenantor’s possession, he was liable to pay this money 
within twelve months ; and, if he had paid it, it would haye been 
invested in consols, in which case, of course, the present question 
could not have arisen, It was, no doubt, a debt created without 
value ; but still it was a debt, and, as the law now stands, a debt 
for all purposes. 
ranked for a dividend ; and if he had died insolvent, it would have 
ranked for a dividend ; therefore, to all intents and purposes, it is 
a debt. It is a mere accident that by our law a debt can be 
enforced out of real estate, and in this particular case there is not 
theslightest reason for believing that there was any intention to avoid 
the statute. I do not think the man knew anything about the statute, 
or ever heard of pure or pr personalty, or anything of the 
sort. The object was of a different kind; it was, no doubt, to 
establish the charity, but not to avoid the statute. Nothing could 
have been easier ; within twelve months he could have called in 
the mortgage and paid off the money. There was a present 
obligation on which he could be sued, and, that being so, it seems 
to me there is no objection at all to paying that debt out of his 
assets, real or personal, when he dies, and he did die some long 
time afterwards, though it happened that the wife died first. 
When he died it tamed out that some part of his assets consisted 
of impure personalty. Now, let us look at the mischief of the 
statute. It does not affect a case of this kind; the creditors 
cannot get real estate in any shape or way, they are only entitled 
to have the mortgage called in, and to have the mortgaged property 
turned into money to pay their debts ; there is nothing devoted in 
any shape to land or interest in land, or kept out of the power 
of alienation, which it was the real object, or one of the real 
objects, of the statute to keep always in view; and, looking 
at the nature of the transaction, there is no ground whatever 
upon which this debt can be refused payment out of the 
assets.” 

It would not be very profitable to discuss the question how far 
this decision is reconcileable with Jeffries v. Alexander (8 H. L. 


Cas. 594), That case was one of great difficulty, and the Court | P 


of Appeal were certainly justified by the observations of Lord 
Kingsdown in his judgment, in saying that one of the grounds of 
the decision was that the covenant could not have been enforced 
against the settlor in his lifetime, whereas in the recent case the 
covenant might have been so enforced. Nor do we propose to 
consider at length the question whether the settlement of a mere 
debt for charitable purposes is within the Act. The Act says 
nothing about debts, and we are not aware of any decision tending 
to show that the judicial legislators who have expanded the pro= 
visions of the Act to such an extraordinary degree, have ever con- 
sidered that a gift of a mere debt is within its provisions. What 
we desire to draw attention to is the junsiilio change which 
has occurred in the current of judicial opinion with regard to the 
attitude to be adopted in construing gifts intended to take effect 
for the benefit of a charity after the death of the donor, and 
Se the practical results which are likely to flow from the recent 
ecision, 


~ In Fow y. Lownds (23 W.R. 404), a lady coyenanted with 


If he had become bankrupt, the debt would have | judg 





trustees to pay a yearly sum during her life for a charitable 
object, and either by deed or will to secure to be paid to the 
trustees, within three months after her decease, such sum of 
money as would suffice to produce in perpetuity a specified yearly 
sum for the same charitable object. By her will she bequeathed 
such sum of money as should be deemed sufficient, if invested in 
Government securities, to produce the annual sum specified 
in the covenant, without any direction that the sum should 
be paid out of her pure onal estate. The present 
Master of the Rolls said that “the money covenanted to 
be secured, whether it were regarded as a voluntary debt or as a 
legacy, was payable, not out of the pure personalty of the testa- 
trix, but out of her assets generally. It must, therefore, fall upon 
realty as well as personalty. Ifsuch gifts—for in reality it was a 
gift, being postponed to debts for value, and not differing from 
legacies further than in taking priority over them—were held valid, 
testators would be enabled to give in a roundabout fashion what 
the law forbade them to give ny: This was the very mischief 
aimed at by the Mortmain Act.” e have only to com these 
observations with the extract given above from the judgment of 
the same learned judge in Jn re Robson to see how altered is the 
standpoint from which such gifts are viewed. In For v. Lowndes 
the Master of the Rolls points out as one of the reasons for deciding 
against the charitable gift that if it were regarded as a voluntary 
debt, it was payable, not out of pure personalty, but must fall upon 
realty as pall pn personalty. In In re Robson the same learned 
judge said that it was a mere accident that by our law a debt can 
be enforced out of real estate. The decisions are, of course, not 
inconsistent, but the observations in the recent case seem to us to 
indicate a considerable change in the mode of looking at charit- 
able gifts. Still more does the ruling of the court that the 
three instruments did not form a scheme to evade the provisions of 
the Act, 

The actual mode of disposition decided by the recent ease toy 
be valid is cumbrous, and involves the necessity of trusting to 
another person to appoint to the charitable purposes intended. | 
But the importance of the recent decision lies in the fact that it } 
seems to authorize a much simpler mode of disposition. Ifa debt 
which can be enforced against the covenantor during his lifetime is 
not within the Act of Geo. 2, an easy mode is opened up for the 
owners of landed property to give what is in effect a charitable ' 
legacy. There can be noneed for the elaborate machinery of three | 
instruments. All that is required is a covenant to pay a sum to 
trustees, to be held by them upon trust for the covenantor for life, | 
and after his death upon trust for the charity intended to be benefited. | 
It does not appear from the report of the recent case whether the | 
deed of covenant was executed by, or whether its execution was | 
made known to, the trustees during the life of the covenantor; | 
it would, no doubt, however be desirable that the deed should be 
executed by the trustees. It is clear, however, from the recent ] 
case that it may be retained by the covenantor during his life. 
If this is done, the trustees being, of course, persons in whom the 
covenantor has confidence, he may rest assured that no attempt 
will be made to enforce it during his lifetime, and after his death 
his charitable intentions will take effect without any deduction or 
abatement in consequence of the sum given being to be raised 
artially out of property savouring of realty. It is impossible to 
suppose that the deed can be held void as being a scheme to evade 
the mortmain law, for according to the Master of the Rolls the 
mischief of the Act “dees not affect a case where the charitable 
creditor “cannot get real estate in any shape or way.” 


* 








At the Central Criminal Court on Wednesday, Mr. Jostice Hawkias had 
occasion to repeat the complaints he had made several times recently as to the 
slovenly and careless way in which depositions were sent up from the police- 
courts. He remarked that the manner in which they were taken was simply 
miserable, and magistrates’ clerks did not appear to take the slightest care in 
the matter. 

According to Kemp's Mercantile Gazette the namber of bills of sale published 
in England and Wales for the week ending April 29 was 1,003. Thenumber 
in the corresponding week of last year was 961, showing an increase of 42, 
being a nett increase in 1882, to date, of 68. The number published in 
Ireland for the same week was 25, The number in tle esmapealians week of 
ye lane showing a decrease of 24, being a nett decrease, in 1882, to 

ate, of 140, 
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LIQUIDATION versus BANKRUPTCY. 


SrncE it is very doubtful whether the present law relating to 
liquidation by arrangement and composition with creditors is 
doomed to be repealed this session, the recent case of Hx 
parte Horrocks (ante, p. 182) appears to be of consider- 
able importance, as affording a striking illustration of the very 
unnecessary differences in the regulations and rules which have 
been made under section 78 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, with 
to bankruptcy, and under section 125, sub-section 11, 

and section 126, paragraph 10, of the same Act, with regard to 
liquidation and composition. In the case of Hx parte Horrocks 
the Court of Appeal held that rule 288, which relates to 
liquidation and composition proceedings alone, must be construed 
in conjunction with rule 285 in cases of proceedings by joint 
debtors, and that in order to transfer the proceedings in such a 
case from one court to another, resolutions of not only the joint, 
but also of each class of the separate, creditors must be passed. 
It was admitted that those rules do not in any way regulate the 
procedure in cases of bankruptcy, and therefore that in bank- 
ruptecy, where there is no provision at all for meetings of 
separate creditors to be held, a resolution of the joint creditors 
alone, under section 80, sub-section 5, would be sufficient to 
effect a transfer of the proceedings. We are inclined to take 
exception to the ruling of the court, and to hold with the 
ent of counsel for the appellant, that rule 285 was 
intended to refer to first meetings alone, and that rule 288 can 
only derive validity from, end in so far as it is in accordance 
with, section 80, sub-section 5. That sub-section refers to 
liquidation equally with bankruptcy by virtue of section 125, 
sub-section 7, which provides that, “with the modifications 
hereinafter mentioned” (viz., the exception of the provisions 
with respect to the close of the bankruptcy, discharge of a bank- 
rupt, release of the trustee, and audit of the accounts by the 
comptroller—sub-section 9), “all the provisions of this Act 
shall, so far the same are applicable, apply to the case of a 
liquidation by arrangement in the same manner as if the word 
‘bankrupt’ included a debtor whose affairs are under liquida- 
tion, and the word ‘bankruptcy’ included liquidation by 
arrangement.” But for sub-section 5 of section 80 the rule 
would obviously be ultra vires, and it is equally clear that the 
sub-section cannot be superseded by the rule. If, therefore, 
under that sub-section, in cases of bankruptcy, the joint creditors 
alone can transfer the proceedings, it would follow that they 
alone would have the same power in liquidation. Rule 288 read 
by itself is not in any way inconsistent with this view, and we 
fail to see any good reason why such a different rule from the 
one regulating proceedings in bankruptcy should have been laid 
down in cases of liquidation proceedings. It is highly incon- 
venient that there should be different rules, and all the arguments 
of the Master of the Rolls in favour of the rule laid down by 
the court would be equally as strong in cases of bankruptcy as in 
liquidation; and, we may add, would be also equally as strong in 
respect to the appointment of a trustee, and yet (following the 
practice from the very earliest days of bankruptcy law) the 
separate creditors have no voice in the appointment of a trustee 
under a joint adjudication. As was said by the Master of the 
Rolls, “the rules are not easy to construe,” but a judicial 
interpretation haying at length been placed upon them, that 
int tion is of course now law, whatever may be the 
= of others as to what was the intention of the Act and 

8. 


_ Bearing the case of Lx parte Horrocks in mind, it may be 
interesting to consider a few more instances of the difference 
between the respective practices in bankruptcy and liquidation 
under the Bankruptcy Rules, which have proved constant puzzles 
to the practitioner and pitfalls for the unwary. The first instance 
we will take is as to the convening of meetings of creditors subse- 
quent to the appointment of a trustee. Rule 95 relates to bank- 
ruptcy only, and is as follows:—“ Where a meeting of creditors 
is summoned by a trustee, it shall be summoned by the trustee 
transmitting to each creditor at the address given in his proof, 
or, when he shall not have proved, the address given in the list of 
creditors by the bankrupt, or such other address as may be known 





to the trustee, seven days before the meeting is to be held a notice 
setting forth the time and place at which it is to be held, and the 
purpose for which it is summoned.’ The corresponding rule in 
liquidation is 304, and is as follows :—“ General meetings subse- 
quent to the appointment of a trustee shall be summoned by him 
by giving seven days’ notice by post to each of the creditors who 
have proved their debts, stating the object of the meeting and the 
business proposed to be transacted thereat.” A comparison of 
the two rules will show that in bankruptcy it is necessary to give 
all the creditors notice whether they have proved their debts or 
not, whilst in liquidation only those who have proved need be 
summoned. Again, in liquidation, rule 305 provides that “a 
general meeting may, however, at any time be similarly sum- 
moned by any creditor with the concurrence, including himself, of 
one-fourth in value of the creditors who have proved their debts.” 
But there appears to be no such power given to the creditors 
under a bankruptcy. 

A still more important discrepancy appears in the different 
methods of declaring a dividend by a trustee, as any of our readers 
will at once see by comparing sections 41 and 42 of the Act, and 
rules 181 et seg., which apply to bankruptcy, with rules 312 and 
314, which relate to liquidation only. In the former case provision 
is to be made in calculating the dividend for those creditors only 
who have proved their debts (except in the cases specially provided 
for by section 42), whilst in liquidation the trustee has to provide 
for all creditors named in the debtor’s statement, whether they have 
proved or not, unless the claims shall have been previously 
adjudicated upon. 

Again, “reasonable” notice of the intention to declare a 
dividend in bankruptcy must be sent to every creditor mentioned 
in the bankrupt’s statement of affairs who has not proved his debt, 
besides being gazetted, whilst in liquidation it is provided only 
that “seven days” before the declaration of a dividend a notice 
shall be gazetted. In bankruptcy, too, notice of a dividend having 
been declared is required to be gazetted, and a copy sent to each 
creditor who has proved, but nothing of the kind is mentioned in 
the liquidation rules. 

We will only give one more instance of the differences 
between the two parties. Rule 72 regulates the practice in 
bankruptcy for the rejection by a trustee of proofs of debt. It is 
as follows :—‘‘ A creditor’s trustee, as soon as may be after his 
appointment, and after the receipt of a proof of debt, shall 
examine every proof and the grounds of the debt, and, in writing, 
reject or admit it, in whole or in part, or require further evidence 
in support thereof, and when he shall admit or reject any claim he 
shall give notice thereof in writing to the creditor, stating, in case 
of rejection, the grounds thereof.” Rule 74 also refers to bank- 
ruptcy, and provides :—‘ Any creditor, dissatisfied with the 
decision of the trustee in respect of a proof, may, within fourteen 
days after the receipt of the notice from the trustee, apply to the 
court to vary or reverse the decision, and the creditor shall give 


notice to the trustee thereof seven days before the day so fixed.” In 


liquidation the practice is regulated by rule 313, which is as 
follows :—“* Whenever the trustee shall’ reject the claim or 
proof of any creditor he shall give notice to such creditor by 
post in the form given in the schedule, and where the creditor is 
resident in Europe, the trustee shall be entitled to exclude from 
dividend any such claimant or creditor whose debt he so re- 
jects unless such creditor shall, within fourteen days from the 
time at which the trustee’s notice should have been 
delivered to him in the ordinary course of post, apply to the 
court to admit his proof, and proceed with such application with 
due diligence. Where any such creditor is resident beyond the 
limits of Europe, such length of notice shall be given to him as the 
court shall order.” Under this rule a form of rejection by the 
trustee is given in the schedule (form 126), which contains no 
statement of the grounds of rejection such as is required by rule 
72. So that in liquidation it is not necessary, as it is in bank- 
ruptey, that the trustee should give notice of his grounds of re- 
jection. Again, in liquidation provision is made for the case of 
creditors resident beyond Europe, who could not possibly apply to 
the court within the fourteen days allowed by the rule in ordinary 
cases, but no such provision is made in bankruptcy. And 
further, in bankruptcy the creditor has to give seven days’ notice 
to the trustee of the day fixed for hearing, whilst no length of 
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notice is stated in the liquidation rule, the presumption being 
that the notice need only be a four days’ one under rule 50. 

Many more instances of the useless and puzzling discrepancies 
between the two practices might be given, but we have quoted 
enough to illustrate our meaning. We cannot think that these 
differences in practice were ever designed or intended. It would 
appear as though the drafting of the rules in bankruptcy and liqui- 
dation were given to two different draftsmen, each of whom 
performed his task without consultation with the other, and in the 
haste of getting the rules out they were not sufficiently revised so as 
to correct these glaring inconsistencies. This, of course, is merely a 
surmise, but it is the only way in which we can account for the 
discrepancies. If, without troubling the Legislature, the rules had 
long ago been thoroughly revised, so as to wipe out these anomalies, 
we think there would have been considerably less complaint to be 
found with the working of the present law. And the correction 
of these are not the only amendments in the law of bankruptcy 
which might be made by rules alone. The whole system of 
proxies, for example, might be re-modelled upon the basis of the 
Government proposals by the making of new rules to take the 
place of rules 85 and 86, as section 80, sub section 8, is, we 
think, sufficiently wide for that purpose. 








REVIEWS. 


BUILDING LEASES, 


Tue Law RELATING TO Burtpine Leases ann Buripinc ConrTRActs, THE 
TmPRovEMENT OF LAND hY, AND THE ConsTRUCTION oF, Burtpines. With 
a full Collection of Precedents, together with the Statutes relating to 
Building, with Notes and the Latest Cases under the Various Sections, 
and a Glossary of Architectural and Building Terms. By A.rrep 
Empen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


This is a careful digest of a branch of law which, so far as we know, 
has not yet been fully treated. The subject, it will be seen, embraces 
both building leases, contracts to build, and the law relating to the con- 
struction of buildings ; and the arrangement of the work naturally follows 
in general these divisions. The first five chapters are chiefly devoted to 
agreements for building leases and building leases. It might have been 
more convenient to treat of the persons by whom building leases may be 
granted, and agreements for such leases entered into, first, but the author 
has postponed it to his fourth chapter. And the chapter on the form of 
agreement to build might, we should have thought, have been combined 
with chapter 6 on “the contract to build.” Chapter 6, relating to the 
contract to build, is followed by chapters on the duties and liabilities of 
the architect, preliminary drawings, specifications, &c., approval and per- 
formance of work, and other matters relating to these subjects, including 
a useful chapter on “‘ extras.”” Chapter 16 is devoted to the subject of 
specific performance of building contracts and agreements for build- 
ing leases; and chapters 18 to 23 relate to different branches of 
the subject of the rights and liabilities of the building lessee, so 
far as they are distinct from his rights and liabilities under the 
general law of landlord and tenant. With regard to the execution 
of this part of the work we can speak favourably. The cases have 
been carefully collected, and, although they are sometimes stated at 
greater length than we should think necessary, they are, in the instances 
we have examined, stated with accuracy. We are not quite prepared to 
state that all the author’s deductions from them are the best that could be 
made; for instance, although he has certainly Lord Blackburn’s authority 
for his statement that in Lewis v. Hoare (29 W. R. 357), “all that the 
plaintiff had to show was that the work had been done so as morally to 
entitle the builder to a certificate,” we should have preferred Lord 
Watson’s way of putting the matter, that ‘‘if the certificate had been 
given, it could not have made the houses more complete than they were 
in fact, and the fact that it was withheld did not render them less so,” 
And in the statement of Marsden v. Sambell (28 W. R. 952), at p. 125, 
we find no reference to Mr. Justice Fry’s observations as to the “‘ reason- 
able time” within which aright to rescinda building contract on the ground 
of delay must be exercised. These, however, are very small matters, In 
general we think the digest of the cases has been well and carefully 
executed, Part 2 contains precedents of contracts to build, of agreements 
for building leases, of building leases, mortgages, and other forms relating 
to building matters. It is sufficient to say that the precedents of agroe- 
ments for building leases follow, in their general structure, the excellent 
forms in Davidson. The precedents of building contracts seem also to 
be well framed and complete. We may, however, draw the author's 
attention to the form of contract adopted by Sir E. Beckett, and con- 
tained in 4 little book published by him. We have known a modification 
of this form adopted with very satisfactory results, Part 3 of the book 


bontiine the statyted relating te building, aud ie followed by « gloseary 





of architectural and building terms. The book seems to us a very 
complete and satisfactory manual, alike for the lawyer as for the architect 
and builder. 





THE CONVEYANCING ACT, 


Tue ConveyANcING AND Law or Property Act, 1881, anp THE VENDOR 
AND Purncuaser Act, 1874, wire Notes; anp Forms snp Precepents 
ADAPTED FOR UsE UNDER THE AcTs; ALSO THE SouiciToRs’ ReMcNERA- 
tion Act, 1881. By Epwarp Parker Wotstennotue, Barrister-at- 
Law, one of the Conveyancing Counsel to the Court; and Ricnarp 
Orraway Turner, Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & Sons. 

In our review of the first edition of this work we ventured to 
express some surprise that, though it of couree contained many valu- 
able observations, it also contained an unexpectedly large number which 
seemed open to adverse criticism. Upon the additions which have 
been made to the notes, we have the same opinion to express— 
namely, that they contain valuable and instructive observations, but 
not these alone. We shall notice only the following. At p. 55, in an 
addition to the note upon section 18, apparently by way of warning 
against excluding the mortgagor’s power of leasing, great stress is laid 
upon the inconvenience which might result to the mortgagee if he 
should foreclose and find a common law lessee of the mortgagor in 
possession. We must beg leave to repeat our opinion that these fears 
are chimerical. The mortgagor’s lessee would not have accepted the 
lease for love of the mortgagor, but because he liked the tenancy; 
and he would in most cases be quite willing to continue it under the 
mortgagee, if the latter did not wish to eject him. But the question 
does not (as the advocates of section 18 sometimes seem to insinuate) lie 
between having no power of leasing at all, and giving an unlimited 
power of leasing to the mortgagor. If the mortgagee has a proper 
power of leasing, he would not be likely to suffer much inconve- 
nience from the absence of a power of leasing in the mortgagor. 
And we can easily imagine that consequences much more serious 
than those depicted by our learned authors might follow from 
leaving to the mortgagor the absurd power given by section 18, sub- 
section (1), including, as it does, power to grant building leases for five 
years at a peppercorn rent. Large additions have been made to the 
precedents. The eminent position among conveyancers enjoyed by 
Mr. Wolstenholme makes it a delicate task for less considerable persons 
to criticize precedents issued under his sanction. We shall only men- 
tion a very few points which have occurred to our notice within the 
range of less than half a dozen pages. That an observation formerly 
made by us (supra, p. 160) upon a form of covenant to keep up 
fire insurance, in the first edition at p. 128, and now at p. 155, was not 
ill founded, is shown by the fact that the form is now corrected in 
accordance with our criticism. At p. 152 there is a form of covenant 
for payment of interest which begins with these words :—“ And also so 
long as any principal money shall remain due under these presents after 
the day aforesaid.” We submit that the words in italics do not 
indicate with desirable strictness the day referred to, there being more 
than one “day aforesaid,” notably the day of the deed’s date. The 
next form is as follows :— 

“[To rottow Demise or LeaseHoLps.] 

“ Trust of ‘ And [mortgagor] hereby covenants with [mortgagee(s)] that 
Lye ter™ [mortgagor] will henceforth stand of the premises 
by sub-demise, Comprised in the said lease for the residue of the term thereby 

granted In trust for [morégagee(s)] and to assign and dis- 
pose of the same as he [they] or the persons or person entitled 
to the principal money for the time being due on these 
presents shall from time to time direot, but subject to the 
proviso for redemption hereinafter contained.” 


The common practice in mortgages by sub-demise has hitherto 
always been to make the trust of the reridue of the term, in favour of 
the mortgagee and his representatives, apply only “after any sale made 
under the aforesaid power of sale.” Messrs. Prideaux and Whitcombe 
(11th ed., vol. 1, p. 514) adapt this to the Act by saying :—“ After any sale 
of the said premises or any part thereof, under the statutory power of 
sale.” It is seldom that anything is gained by deserting a well-estab- 
lished form without any reason ; and we here see nothing in the estab- 
lished form to require such a violent departure from it as is displayed by 
that of Messrs, Wolstenholme and Turner. We do not see how the 
phrase, “due on these presents,” is better than “due under these 
presents,” appearing in the preceding form ; and still less how it is better 
than “due .. . upon the security of these presents,” in the 
form before that ; nor is it usually thought desirable to have in the same 
page several different phrases, even if they are all equally good, for ex- 
pressing the same thing. 





CAMPENSATION, 

Tus Law or Comegnsation vni.e Tus Lanns Cravses, Ramwar Cravses 
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The profession has sufficiently indicated the estimation in which this 
work is held, and it is perhaps superfluous to add aaything to the 
praise we have bestowed on former editions of this work as a useful 
treatise on a branch of law of considerable importance and difficulty, but 
we may say, as the result of our investigation of the present edition, that 
we think the author is justified in his statement that great care and 
attention have been expended in its preparation. Defects in the 
statement of, and in references to, cases have been corrected, and the 
recent decisions have been“diligently collected and, in general, very 
accurately stated; we may point out, however, that the important fact 
that the married woman was entitled absolutely for her separate use has 
apparently heen dropped out of the statement on p. 10 of the effect of 
Peters v. Lewes, &c., Railway Company (29 W. R. 874). The work is 
eminently a practical one, and is of great value to practitioners who 
have to deal with compensation cases. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


PRIDEAUX’S CONVEYANCING, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—We have read your review of the new edition of this work, and 
have noted afew points made by the writer in the way of adverse 
criticism, with respect to which we should be glad to be allowed a few 
words in reply. The points are as follow :— 

(1) That we make a trustee give an undertaking for safe custody of 
deeds. 

(2) That in precedents of mortgage deeds we do not negative the leasing 
power conferred by section 18 of the Act. 

(3) That in a mortgage containing a provision for continuing the loan 
for a fixed period, and in a mortgage to secure an existing debt and 
future advances, we do not insert any express provision as to when the 
mortgage money is to be considered to have become due for the purposes 
of the statutory power of sale. 

(4) That in one of the precedents we add the words “his heirs and 
assigns ” after the name of the covenautee, although it is unnecessary. 

(5) That in an assignment of letters patent, the vendor is made to 
assign as beneficial owner and also to enter into express covenants for 
title, which is surplusage. 

(6) That in a surrerder of a lease we make the lessee surrender all his 
estate. 

(7) That the definition of a conveyance in section 2 may not include 
a surrender of a lease, in which case express covenants for title would be 
by ° 
(8) That in form 3 of mortgage we use the expression “the aforesaid 
power ” when there is no ‘‘ aforesaid power.” 

(9) That it ought to have been explained how an equitable tenant for 
life is “a person entitled in right of the term” under section 65 of the 
Act. 

We reply as follows :— 

(1) This is done advisedly. Before the Act it was the practice to 
make a trustee covenant (inter alia) for safe custody, subject to the 
qualification that his liability should continue so long only as he holds 
the documents. This is the precise effect of an undertaking for safe 
custody under the Act, and, with much deference to Mr. Wolstenholme, 
who seems to take a different view, we are unable to see why a trustee’s 
liability since the Act should not be made co-extensive with what it was 
before. 

(2) We do not agree with your reviewer that the leasing power ought 
to be negatived, as a matter of course, in every case, although there are 
many cases in which, no doubt, this should be done. Forms for this 
purpose (though omitted from the first copies of the new edition) will be 
found in the later ones, 

(3) The time when the mortgage money becomes due clearly appears 
on the face of the deed in both the cases put. 

(4) The words “his heirs and assigns” might, no doubt, be omitted, 
but they are not incorrect. The precedent is expressed to be given for 
the benefit of those who do not wish to adopt the Act in all respects, 

(5) Some surplusage hero is admitted. 

(6) The lessee is notin this precedent made to surrender “all his 
estate, &e.” The words “and all other his estate, if any, &c.,” occur 
in a subsequent part of the precedent, and their insertion is quite con- 
sistent with the omission of the “all the estate”? clause at the end of 
the parcels in the precedents generally. 

(7) It is clear that the term “ conveyance” includes a surrender, as the 
2nd section provides that “conveyance” shall include any assurance or 
pny dealing with property. 

(8) The “ aforesaid power of sale” is a misprint for the “ statutory 
aower of tale.” The slight mistake is an obvions one and could deceive 
Bo one, 





(9) The words of the 65th section being “‘any person beneficially en- 
titledin right of the term,” there can be no doubt that an equitablo 
tenant for life is auch a person. 

Frepeniox Pripeaux. 


Joun WuITcoMBE, 

Lincoln’s-inn, May 2. 

[We reply that (1) Mr. Wolstenholme obviously would not recommend 
the exclusion of the undertaking for safe custody if he wore satisfied 
that its effect is precisely equivalent to the cov ts by trustees formerly 
adopted, and no one is better able to judge on this matter. 

(2) We are glad to find that our correspondents have now remedied the 
omission of forms for excluding the power of lecsing to which we drew 
attention. 

(3) On this point we need only call our correspondents’ attention to 
the opinion of Mr. Wolstenholme, at p. 130 of his first edition and 
p. 157 of his second edition, where, to the form of agreement for mort - 
gage to continue for a time certain, he appends an express proviso that 
the principal money shall, for the purposes of the Act, be deemed to 
become due on the day on which such principal money is covenanted to 
be paid ; and adds in a note, ‘“‘ This clause seems required to prevent any 
question as to the date when the statutory powers of sale, &c., arise,” 

() If the words “heirs and assigns” might be omitted, then they are 
surplusage. We did not say they were incorrect, but that their insertion 
was inconsistent with the rule, followed elsewhere in the precedents, of 
adopting the Act. 

(5) and (6) As our authors frankly confess the surplusage in the prece- 
dent we referred to, we also confess that we inadvertently did them an 
injustice in saying that the lessee is made to surrender “all other the 
estate,” &c. The words do not occur at the end of the parcels, but in 
the next paragraph. Our correspondents, by the way, omit to explain 
why the lease is recited in this precedent, instead of the surrender being 
expressed to be read as an annex to the lease. 

(7) Our correspondents do not accurately quote the provision of 
section 2. That section provides that ‘‘ conveyance ” includes “ assurance 

- . On a@ sale, mortgage, demise, or settlement of any property, 
or on any other dealing with or for any property,” not, as our 
correspondents say, ‘‘any assurance or any dealing with property.’ 
“Surrender of a lease” is not specified; is it an assurance on a 
dealing ejusdem generis with those specified? The doubt appears to us 
to be sufficient to call for the insertion of express covenants for right to 
surrender and further assurance. 

(8) We may remind our correspondents that misprints of this kind in 
a book of precedents are serious matters. The mistake we pointed out 
does not appear to be calculated to deceive no one, 

(9) Our correspondents affirm that un equitable tenant for life is a 
“ person beneficially entitled in right of the term,” but they unfortun- 
ately omit to give any reasons for their opinion. We have on previo.s 
occasions alleged reasons for doubting this opinion.—Ep, 8. J.} 














CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Soricrror—Power To Brinp CLIENr—FRraupD—APPEAL—LEAVE TO WITH- 
DRAW DEFENCE AND PUT IN New Derenoz—Orp. 58, R. 5.—In a case of 
Williams v, Preston, before the Court of Appeal on the 27th ult., a question 
arose a8 to the extent of the authority of a solicitor to bind his client. The 
action was brought to enforce the performance of an alleged agreement by a 
married woman to give the plaintiff a mortgage or charge upon separate estate 
belonging to her as security for moneys advanced.to her by the plaintiff. The 
a. by his statement of claim, re ge that the moneys bad been advanced 

y him on the mpeg of the married woman’s solicitor, who was her duly 
authorized agent for the purpose. The action was defended by the solicitor on 
behalf of the married woman by her instructions, and he delivered a statement 
of defence in her name which, in effect, admitted the plaintiff's case, The 
plaintiff then moved for judgment on the admissions in the pleadings. No 
one appeared on behalf of the married woman on the hearing of the motion, 
and judgment was given by Jessel, M.R., upon an affidavit of service of the 
notice of motion on her declaring the plaintiff entitled to the mortgage which 
he . This was in June, 1881. In July, 1881, the solicitor absconded. 
The married woman afterwards appealed from the judgment, and by her 
notice of appeal she also asked that she might be at liberty to withdraw her 
statement of defence, and to deliver a fresh defence, and to adduce such 
evidence against the plaintiff's claim as she might be advised, She filed an 
affidavit in which she said that the defence which the solicitor had delivered 
on her behalf was untrue, and that he had delivered it fraudulently, and that 
she had never authorized him to borrow money from the plaintiff, and had 
never received the money alleged to have been borrowed, and that she knew 
nothing about the judgment until after the solicitor had absconded. It was 
urged on bebalf of the plaintiff that, even if the fraud alleged by the defend- 
ant had been committed by the solicitor, still she, having employed him as her 
solicitor in the action, was bound by the admissions which he had made on 


her behalf, and that her only remedy was by means of an action for damages 
against him, The court (Lord Cotenipes, C.J., and Linptey and Horxer, 
L.JJ.), however, held that they had jurisdiction to grant the application, and 
that itought to be granted if the defgyiqat sh yld syoceed in proving her 
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allegations, and they ordered the application to stand over for the attendance | 
a } and that this was, in effect, 


of witaesses,—So1icirons, E, J, Lewis; Wolferstan, Avery, ¢ Jennings. 


AvpBar—DismissaL FoR D@FAvLT of APPELLANT TO GIVE SECURITY FOR| 
Costs—Form or OrpEer.—In a case of Harris v. Fleming, before the Court of 
See on the 8rd inst., a qtestion was raised as to the proper form of order 
when an appeal is dismissed in consequence of the failure of the appellant to 
comply within a reasonable time with an order that he should give security for 
the costs of the appeal), The form given in Seton on Decrees (4th ed., p. 1614) 
is an absolute dismissal of the appeal, while the form of dismissal of an action 
in the High Court for default of the plaintiff to give security for costs is 
(pp. 1541-2) only a dismissal for want of prosecution. In the present case. 
the registrar had drawn up the order dismissing the appeal absolutely in 
accordance with the form in Seton. The appellant moved to vary the minutes, 
and it was urged that the form in Seton was wrong, and that the order ought 


} to show that the dismissal of the appeal was, not on the merits, but only for 


want of prosecution. The appellant, it was said, would be entitled, if he 
should be able to give the security before the expiration of the time limited 
by the rules for appealing, to present a fresh appeal, and an order absolutely 
dismissing the appeal would be an obstacle in the way of his exercising this 
right. The court (Jessen, M.K., and Linprey and Horker, L.JJ.) held 


} that the order was in the right form, and, without absolutely deciding the 


f 


, possibility, or whether it will pass 


point, inclined to the opinion that the appellant would not be entitled to bring 
& fresh appeal.—Soxicrtors, Clarke, Rawlins, § Clarke. 


Sorrcrrorn—Costs—TaxaTion—ComMMon ORDER—RETENTION oF Costs 
anp Payment or BALANcE To CLient—6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 8. 41.—On the 3rd 
inst., the Court of Appeal (Jessex, M.R., and Linpixey and Horker, L.JJ.), 
reversed the decision of Chitty, J., ina case of In re Angove (ante, p. $14). 
The question was whether the common order to tax a solicitor’s bill of costs 
could be obtained, and this depended on the question whether the bill must 
be taken to have been paid by the client. On the 30th of May, 1881, the 
solicitor delivered to the client his bill of costs, amounting to £100 9s. 7d., 
and on the next day he delivered to the client a cash account, which, after 
deducting the amount of the bill, showed a balance of £1 18s. 1d. to the credit 
of the client. On the 24th of November, 1881, the client called at the 
solicitor’s office and requested payment of the balance due to him, which he 
said was £1 163. The solicitor did not remember the exact amount, and, being 
in a hurry, did not look at his papers, but gave the client a cheque for 
£1163, On the 23rd of February, 1882, the client obtained the common 
order to tax the solicitor’s bill. The solicitor applied to discharge this order, 
on the | wes that the receipt by the client of the £1 16s. as the balance of 
the cash account amounted in law to payment of the solicitor’s bill. Chitty, 
J., refused to discharge the order. He said that in law a payment of £1 16s, 
was not a payment of £1 18s. 1d. He was of opinion that, if the solicitor 
intended by the payment which he made to the client to settle finally all 
accounts between himself and the client, he ought to have drawn the client’s 
attention to this at the time of ees in order that the client might have 
an opportunity of having the bill of costs at once taxed, if he wished that this 
should be done. JEssEL, M.R., said that the only question was whether the 
bill had been paid. So far as he knew, there was no difference between the 
payment of a solicitor’s bill and the payment of any other bill, such as a 
tradesman’s bill. Did the client assent to and settle the cash account? If he 
did, this was equivalent to payment of the bill of costs. The client’s demand 
of the balance of the cash account as such, and the acceptance by him of the 
£1 16s. as such, had the same effect, as showing that he accepted the account, 
as if the whole balance had been paid to him by the solicitor. If the balance 
had been £100, and he had said to the solicitor, Pay me half the balance of 
£100, that would have amounted to an acceptance of the account, and, there- 
fore, to payment of the bill. The bill, therefore, having been paid, the 
common order to tax could not be obtained. Linpuey, L.J., said that it did 
not follow that, because the balance had not been paid to the client, the bill 
had not been paid byhim. If two people met together and settled an account 
between them, by setting off one bill against another, that would be payment 
of the bills. It would be a good plea of payment in an action at law. 
Horxezr, L.J., concurred.—Soxicrrors, Angove ; Emanuel § Simonds, 





Hussanp AND Wire—WiIr2's CHOSE IN ACTION REDUCTION INTO Pos. 
sEssion—'' Property” —CreEDIToRs’ Drzp—Non-CoMM UNICATION—BANK- 
RUPTCY—REPUTED OWNERSHIP—ORDER AND DispositroN—Trust Furp— 
Notice To Trustse—BaNnKkarouprey Act, 1849, s. 125—Srarore or Limi- 
TATIONS—Taust—CLaIM BY ONE CESTUI QUE TRUST AGAINST ANOTHER, — 
In a case of Jn re Biaggi, before Fry, J., on the 29th ult., a question arose 
as to the nature of the interest of a husband in a chose in action of his wife, 
which he has not reduced iato ion—whether that interest is a mere 

o a deed under the description of ‘* property ” 
of the husband. A wife was absolutely entitled, subject to the life estates of her 


\ mother and her father, to a share of a trust fand. Her husband executed a 


deed for the benefit of his creditors, by which he assigned to a trustee a lease- 
hold house and his furniture, and ‘all other personal estate and interest.”’ 
Fay, J., held that the reversionary chose in action of the wife passed by the 
deed, subject to the condition that it must be reduced into possession by the 
husband, Subject to the performance of that condition, his lordship was of 
Opinion that the husband’s interest in the chose in action was “ property,” 


wand that it passed by an assignment of ‘ property.” 


A further question arose whether the creditors’ deed had been in any way 
acted on, or communicated to the creditors, and, whether, therefore, it had had 
any boat at all, There was very little evidence on the point, But Fry, J., 
held that this was immaterial, on the ground that the assignment was to one of 
the creditors on ¢rust for sale, and, after paying q debt due to himself, and the 


| held that it must opérate entirely. 








costs of the deed, to divide the proceeds of sale among the ian 
8 abctgige to the trustee to sectire his debt. 
any event the deed would operate for this purpose, and, therefore, Fay, 
Another question was ¥ 
versionary interest had passed to the assignee in bankruptcy of the hus 
the bankruptcy (which took place under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861) 
been subsequent to the execution of the deed, on the ground that it was in 
order and disposition of the husband as reputed owner, bécatise no notice 
been given by the trustee of the creditors’ déed to the trustees of the 
fand. The evidence was not satisfactory on this point. But Fry, J., sai 
that it was the duty of the — in the bankruptcy to complete his to 
the fund by obtaining, as provided by section 125 of the Bankruptey Act of 
1849, an order from the Court of Bankruptcy for the sale ¥ the wile’s 
interest for the benefit of the creditors under the bankruptcy. ‘No sich 
had been obtained, and until it had been obtained the aésignee could not dein 


the fund. If he did not succeed in obtaining the order, the traates under 


Boks 
Biree i 


creditors’ deed would have the better title. His lordship gave the assignee 
six weeks to enable him to obtain the order from the Court of Bankruptcy. 
A further question arose as to the Statute of Limitations. For this purpose it 


ie nec to state the facts more fally. The trust was Greated by & 
in 1835, and under it the trust fund was limited on trust to pay the incdme 
to a mother during her life, for her separate use, and after = leath to pay 
the income to the father during his life, and after his death the was to 
wen 1000 oa tan oh ths peel so ek Sodas Dhaest =a prope Pa oat 
invested, partly in the purchase o e 0) » & Ty on 
a mortgage of Cher leasehold pro . In June, 1849, all the persons interested 
in the fund executed a deed sanctioning this mode of invéstment, and g 
the trustees a power of sale and re-investment. In 1854 one of the 
was about to marry the bankrupt, and D,, one of the trustees of the sei 
tment, agreed to lend her a sum of £300. To eg ey this sum, 
with interest, a deed was executed by which the er and r, the 
daughter (with the assent of her intended husband), and one of her sisters 
assigned to D. their respective interests in the trust fand by way of mortere®. 
The deed contained a declaration that, as between the assigning ies 


cue 


T 


y 


£300 and the interest thereon should be primarily chargeable on the i 

the trust fond of the daughter who was then about to marry. April 18, 
1854, the marriage took place. On April 26, 1861, the creditors’ deed was 
executed. On April 80, 1861, the wife died. On Jannary 23, 1862, the 
mother died. During her life the interest on the £300 was aks! her, it 
having been from time to time deducted by D. from her income. ember, 


1862, some of thé leasehold property on which the trust fund Was invested was 
sold, and out of the p of sale the £300, and all interest thén due on it, 
was paid to the mortgagee, and on December 23, 1862, he assigned the mort- 
gage debt to the trustees of the settlement upon the trusts of settlement. 
On June 2, 1868, the adjudication of bankruptcy was made, 

1877, the father died. During the period of his tenancy for life under the settle- 
ment—i.e., from the death of the mother uti! his own death—hé in eo pm 
the interest on the mortgage debt of £300; or, in other word’, no interest on 
it was paid to him or tothe trustees of the settlement, and — as 
tenant for life under the settlement wis to that extent ‘ Ae 
the trustees of the settlement into court the of the bank- 
rupt’s wife in the trust fand, less the £300. The fuid in court was claimed 
by the assignee in the bankraptey, and by thé trustee under creditors’ 
deed, and a petition was presented by the assignee. The executrix of the father 
also claimed to be paid out of the fund in court the interest on the £300 
which he had paid during his tenancy for life, It was objected that this asp, 
or the greater part of it, was barred by the Statute of Limitations, Fay, J., 
said that as one of the trustees of the settlement was a ag ay the deed of 
1854, those trastees must be taken to have had notice of deed, At any 
rate they had notice of it by means of the deed of the 23rd_ of > 
1862. The result was that they became trustees of the share of the apt’s 
wife on the terms of the deed of 1854, and one of those terms that out of 
that share whatever should have been paid to the mortgagee by the other 
assigning parties should be repaid to them. That trust was still subsisting, it 
had been in no way extinguished, Consequently, the fund which was paid 
into court was paidin on that trast. The Statute of Limitations did 
apply, and the exeoutrix of the father was entitled to be paid out of the 
in court the interest on the £300 which he had phe gy any 
claim.—Sourerrors, W. W. dAldridges H. Zs 3 OR 

F, Woodhouse. 
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Wir1—Construction—Sprctric ok ResmvAky Lécacr—Oa 
inst. the Court of Appeal (Jessei, M.R., and Linpier and Houten, . 


, | 


a? 


reversed the decision of Fry, J., im a ease of Broadbent v, (30 W. 

483, ante, p. 282), The question was whether a legicy was sf 

or residuary. A testator bequeathed a number of pe 
possessed, 


then he bequeathed all his personal estate of Which he should 
and which should not consist of monéy or securities for money, to R. 
lutely. And he gave and devised all the rest, residue, and remainder of 
estate, both real and personal, to trustees upon certain trusts, The 
estate was insufficient for the payment of the Beryl 
Fry, J., held that the gift to R. =o a said that he 
definition of a ific legacy given by Jessel, M.R., in Bothamley v. 
(23 W. R. 848, L. R. 20 Eq. $04)—vis., that it must 

the testator’s property itself, and (2) a gift of a 
tinguished from the whole. Fry, J., said that the gi 
those conditions. Jssset, M.R., said that the will was very © 

were, however, some principles of law which would enable the court to come 
to a conclusion as to the iy ae meaning of the ch the : 
had used, though his lordship had not the Pe pone idea what his real meaning 
was, 


It was a curious thing that vy oe) : 
ing Bothanvey y. Sherson, and had his decision upon it, 


‘ 
Lys 





418 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


May 6, 1882. 








of the Rolls thopght that he could not in that case have expressed himself 
with sofficient clearness, for the meaning which Fry, J., had attributed to his 
words was diametrically opposed to that which he bimself had attributed to 
them. He had said in Bothamley v. Sherson that a specific legacy must be a 
bequest of part of the testator’s property, and a bequest of a part emphati- 
eally as distinguished from the whole. It must not be a gift of the whole of 
his personal estate, or of the totality of the general residue sfter having 
given legacies out of it, He did not think that the gift to R. satisfied the 
second condition which he there laid down. He had said that it must be a gift 
of a severed or distinguished part of the testator’s property. He intended to 
say that the whole of a general residue could not be given specifically, 
although a specific legacy might have been given out of it. A general legacy 
was not given out of it, and it followed that, if you took something out 
of it which was not given at all, still it could not be a specific 
legacy. In the present case the important question (whether the legacy to R. 
was called specific or not) was, were the general legacies to be paid out of it ? 
The testator had directed his debts to be paid by his executors. What was the 
legal meaning of that ? It amounted to a direction to his executors to pay 
his debts out of his personal estate. Then there was a gift of pecnniary 
legacies. That was, in law, a direction to his executors to pay the legacies 
out of his personal estate. The mere gift of general legacies carried that 
direction with it. Then came the gift to R., which could no& be specific, for 
it was not a gift of a distinguished part of the personal estate. The only part 
which was distinguished was that which was excepted out of the gifts. Was 
there anything to except the general personal estate from its ordinary liability 
to pay the general pecuniary legacies? It was said that the subsequent gift of 
residue had that effect, No doubt the word “residue” would carry all the 
testator’s money and securities for money, but would it carry anything else ? 
It would do so by law, but not by the meaning of the testator’s words. By 
the meaning of his words it would carry his money and securities for money, 
and nothing else. What he was really dealing with by the gift of the rest, 
residue, and remainder of his sanendl eatate was that which was excepted 
from the gift toR. Did be mean that the “‘ money and securities for money” 
was to te the only fund applicable to the payment of the pecuniary legacies ? 
The general law was that, in order to exonerate the general personal 
estate from the payment of pecuniary legacies, there must be express 
words, or something necessarily leading to that result. It was the law, not 
the use of the word “residue,” which rendered the property included in the 
gift of residue liable to pay the legacies, and there was nothing to exonerate 
the personal estate comprised in the gift to R. from the payment of the legacies, 
thongh there was a preference of the ‘‘ money and securities for money” 
as the fund for that purpose. Not only was the gift to R. not specific, but R. 
could only take after payment of the pecuniary legacies, if the “ money and 
securities for money ” were not sufficient to pay them. In the course of the 
argument his lordship expressed his disapproval of the decision of Malins, 
V.C., in Pocock y. Riley (19 W. R. 869, L. RB, 12 Eq. 175), which he said had 
teen approved by no one. Linney, L.J., was unable to agree with Fry, J., 
that the gift to R. was specific. He did not profess to define with accuracy 
what a specific legacy was. He thought it was sufficient to take as a type, 
though not as an exhaustive definition, the definition given in Williams on 
Executors (8th ed., vol. 2, p. 1163), ‘‘a bequest of a specified part of a testa- 
tor’s estate which is distinguished from all others of the same kind.” It did 
not follow that, because a legacy might fluctuate, it was not specific. The 
gift to R. did not answer this definition of a specific legacy. It wasa gift of 
general personal estate, not of a part sofliciently defined. The substantial 
question was, In what order were the assets to be administered ? A number 
of legacies were given, which, primd facie, were to be paid out of the personal 
estate, Prima facie all the legacies must be paid out of the residue, but, if 
that was not sufficient, they must be paid out of the other personal estate. 
They could be paid out of nothing else. Horxer, L.J., concurred.— 
Soxicrrors, 8. Copping ; Young, Jones, Roberts, & Hale; Lawford, Water- 
house, & Lawford, 





Cuariry—Buripine Recisrerep as PLAcE oF Meetina For RELIGIOUS 
Worsnir—CuanitaB_e Trusts Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vicr..c. 137), 8s. 17, 
62—ConsenT or Cnanity Commissioners.—In a case of Glen v. Gregg, before 
Kay, J., on the 28th and 29th ult., the question arose as to the necessity 
of the consent of the Charity Commissioners to an action under the 
following circumstances :—The action was brought by some of the trustees of 
a deed, whereby land was conveyed upon trusts for a church for service 
according to the principles of the Reformed Episcopal Church, as stated in a 
declaration of their creed made at a general council of their body. The defend- 
ants were the minister of the church, who, it was stated, had seceded from the 
general body, and started a sect of his own, and the remaining trustees. The 
relief asked was an injanction to restrain the minister from performing service 
in the church, and to restrain the defendant trustees from allowing him to do 
so, and, so far as was necessary, administration of the trusts of the deed. The 
counsel for the defendants took the preliminary objection that the consent of 
the Charit Commissioners to this action had not been obtained, Kay, J., 
said that this, being an action for administration, and a declaration that, 
according to the trusts uf a deed, the minister bad no right to hold his office, 
was within section 17 of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1853, which requires the 
consent of the Charity Commissioners to a proceeding being commenced 
relating to a charity, or the estate or property thereof, He, therefore, ordered 
the action to stand over for their consent to be obtained, —Soxicrtors, A, D. 
Smith & Wood; Young § Sons, 


ee 


Practice—Partive To AN ACTION—ALTERATION OF PAntiEs—PRoPosED 
New Parry nesipent ovtewe Junispicrion—Ex parte APpPLicaTion— 
Roues oy Court, 1873, ozp, 60, x. 4.—In the case of Jameson v. Mashell, 
before Bortb, J. aithing for Chitty, J,, on the 28th vit, an rw parte motion 





was made under Rules of Court, 1875, ord. 50, r. 4, for the continuation of an 
action between the original — thereto and the executor of the will cf a 
deceased accounting party. It was stated that the proposed new party was 
resident in Ireland, and had proved the willin Dablin, and that under these 
circumstances & petition of course had been presented at the Rolls, but the 
secretary had declined to make the order. Nora, J., said that he saw no 
difficulty in making the order asked for, but required an affidavit to be filed, 
showing the circumstances under which the order was applied for, and gave 
leave for service of the order in Ireland.—Soxrcrrors, Grover ¢ Humphreys. 





SOLICITORS’ CASES. 
Hien Court or Justice,—Queren’s Bencu Division. 
(Sittings én Bane before Lord Cotzrtpes, C.J., and Grove, J.) 
April 29,—Ez parte the Incorporated Law Society, Re A Surgeon. 

Willis, Q.C. (with whom was Murray), moved the court for a rule 
nisi calling upon the medical man in question to show cause why an 
attachment should not issue against him for contempt of court in 
haviog, though an unqualified person, issued a writ and taken other steps 
in an action of Roberts v. Smith. Roberts, a working man, had been em- 
ployed by Smith to do some repairs to some shutterr, and whileso employed 
be had sustained personal injuries whick, as he alleged, had been due to the 
carelessness of a third person, who was in the service of Smith. Roberts had 
been attended by the person against whom the present application was made, 
and who was stated to carry on business as a chemist at one place and practice 
asa surgeon at another, The latter had induced a solicitor with whom he, 
was acquainted to make an application to Smith on Roberts’s behalf for some 
compensation. The solicitor appeared to have heard nothing more of the 
matter for some weeks, during which, however, a writ had been issued in his 
name, and several letters purporting to have been written by him sent to the 
solicitors acting for Smith, which were dated some from one place and some 
from another. The solicitor, hearing of this by a mere accident, at once ex- 
plained the matter tothe solicitors acting for Smith, and they took out a 
summons to stay further proceedings in the action, on the ground that the 
name of the solicitor supposed to be acting for Roberts had been used in the 
writ, &c., without his authority. At the hearing of that summons an affidavit 
sworn by the person against whom the present application was made was used, 
iu which it was ort that in accordance with an arrangement made between 
himself (the deponent) and the solicitor, the name of the latter had been 
painted up atone of his (deponent’s) places of business. It was sought to 
make out that in this way the use by him of the name of the solicitor had not 
been unauthorized ; but the latter stated that he had caused his name to be 
painted out there at once, and that the writ in the action had been issued with- 
out his knowledge. 

The Court granted the application.—Zimes, 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


CENTRAL OFFICE, 
Orrice RULES SETTLED BY THE Practice Masters, 1880, 1881, 1882. 


Documents to be filed in the Writ and Appearance and Summons and Order 
Departments. 

Originating summonses issaed from Chancery Chambers. 

Petitions of right. 

Affidavits of service. 

Lower scale certificates (Chancery). 

Schemes of arrangement under Railway Abandonment Aot. 

Pleadings left on entering jadgment (order xli. rule }), 

Pleadings and other documents filed under order xix. rule 6, in default 
of appearance. 

Writs and returns to write, orders, &c. 

All documents required by rules or orders of court to be filed, such as 
warranta of attorney, and cognovits on signing judgments (rule 25, of Hilary, 
1853), orders for assessment of damages and masters findings thereon (rule 
171, of Hilary, 1853), also satisfaction pieces and orders to satisfy, strike 
out, or amend any judgment or proceeding, or directing any act to be done 
in the office (except Chancery orders and orders of court in Queen’s Benoh 
Division). [A copy of the order marked that the original was produced 
may be taken at the discretion of the officer in oases in which the original 
is required to be retained by the parties. ] 

All pleadings to be entered in the cause-books are to be opened and 
stamped on the day of filing, with the date seal at the top of the front 
page, and retarned to the General Filiog Department on Monday morning 
in each week, 

Copies writs filed. od 

Preecipes for write of execution. 

Precipes for subpconas and misco)laneous writs, 

Appearances, 

Lower ecale certificates, 

Certificate of coste. 

All these should be sent to the General Filing Department when more 
than a year old. 

Orders of commitment and returns thereto way be filed and indexed jn 
a writ, &., department in the game way pe (and with) write of execi: 

on, ‘ . 
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Cause Book, Distinctive Marks, and Indexes. 


Actions and matters in the title of which a limited company is first must 
be indexed under the first letter of the first word or initial. 

Courtesy titles of eldest sons of Peers are not to govern the distinctive 
— which is to follow the surname, viz., ‘‘Campbell” and not ‘‘ Marquis 
of Lorne.” 

In cases, such as Mayor and Corporation of, &o., the initial letter of the 
city or borough should govern the distinctive mark. 

Owners of ships by name of ship. 

Overseers of parishes by names of parish, 

Names in which ‘‘de” ocours as part of the surname, or is preceded 
only by Christian names, should be indexed under ‘ D.” 

Foreign companies should be indexed under the initial letter of the first 
word > their name, ¢.7., Banco de Lima under ‘‘ B,” Société d’Aclimatisa- 
tion, “8.” 

Foreign titles should be indexed under the initial letter of the proper or 
local name in the title, ¢.g., Comte de Paris under “ P,’’ Dac de Montebello 
under ‘‘M.” 

The Christian and surnames of all parties to an action shonld be entered 
in full in the cause book, 

Parties are not to be allowed to see the cause book unless by express leave 
obtained from a master or an order by a judge. 

All searches in the cause book for writs of summons or otherwise are to 
be made by the clerks in the Central Office, and the result communicated to 
the party applying, 

When a certificate is given, and no inspection of a pracipe is. required, 
only one fee of 1s. to be taken (or 4s, if higher scale). 

A separate index is to be kept of writs in administration actions and 
¢ administration summonses, which index the public may search without 

ee. 

Separate books are to be kept for entering returns to writs of exeoution, 
index to lower scale certificates in Chancery matters not actions, and return 
books and debt attachment book. 

No other books to be kept for entries except the cause books (and desk book 
for facilitating reference). The judgment books may be kept in the cause 
book room with the cause books, or in a separate roém. 


Writs of Summons, Appearances, and Amendments. 
Copiee of writs of summons should be signed with the name of the solicitor 
or solicitors’ clerks suing them out as under :— 
C.D. and Co, 
or A.B. 
for C.D. and Co. 
The stamp is to be on the copy writ filed. 
In the Chancery Division an order of course to amend a writ of summons as 
the plaintiff may be advised will not justify an alteration that strikes out the 
name of any plaintiff or defendant, or makes a person out of the jurisdiction a 


rty. 

In all the divisions an amendment of a writ of summons may be made by 
leave of a master (on payment of fee) before service, A plaintiff can be struck 
out only by special leave given in the order to amend; a defendant, by 
special leave, or on the written statement (to be dled) of the plaintiff’s solicitors 
that @ notice of discontinuance under order xxiii. has been duly given. 

In Chancery actions an amendment to a writ of summons pursuant to an 
order of court or judge, may be made either on an undertaking to get the 
order drawn up, or on a separate memorandum or certificate being left for 
filing, signed or initialed by the judge or registrar, showing the order to have 
been made, 

Tn an information, where there is no relator, the Attorney-General's signa- 
ture on the writ is not required ; but where there isa relator (whether a per- 
sou or body corporate) the original writ (not the copy filed) must be signed by 
the Attorney-General, and if any amendment be made, it must be authorized 
by his signature on the original writ or draft. 

In entering appearances a note should be made in the cause books “ State- 
mentfof claim required” or ‘‘ Statement of claim not required,” and in cases 
where the action is for recovery of land, and the defence is limited, a further 
note to that effect should be added. 

If no time is specified in an order to amend, the amendment must be made 
Within 14 days. Lh 

No writs are to be issued in Probate Division causes unless on a certificate 
that the affidavit required by order v., rule 16, has been filed. 

Where appearances are entered in the Central Office in Probate and 
Admiralty Division actions, a list or copy of the appearances entered shall each 
day be addressed and sent to the prinofpal registrars of the Probate and 
Admiralty Divisions. Such list to be made out at the close of the day by ove 
of the junior clerks in the writ, &c., department. 7 

If a solicitor has caused an appearance to be entered by mistake, the mis- 
teke may be rectified with the consent in writing of the solicitor for the 
plaintiffs, and on the fiat (on the production of such consent) of a practice 
master to be given on a precipe with a 2s. 6d. (search) stamp. 

A defendant in person may change his address for service (without order 
to change address) by leave of master, but must forthwith give notice to the 
other side. 

In the case of infants the appearance is accepted without any authority or 
order; an order being obtained by the defendant's solicitor after the appear- 
ance has been entered. 

In the case of a married woman, an order to defend separately must be 
obtained before appearance is entered. 

If a writ of summons bas been lost the filed oopy may, for the purporo of 
amendment, or for any ctler purpose, be treated as a duplicate, but only by 
eaye of a pee master, gnd on the party giving an ypdcptaking to pro- 

ude bhe original at the Central Office when found, 








Writs of summons issued before the Judicature Acts came into force may, 
be renewed without an order. 

A female plaintiff must be described as “spinster,” “married woman,” or 
“ widow,”’ and if an infant, as an infant. 

Where an infant or married woman is plaintiff the authority of the next 
friend (duly attested) must be filed before the writ of summons can be 


issued. 
Substituted Service. Affidavit of Service. 
Unless the order shall otherwise direct, a copy of the order and of the 
writ shall be deemed to have been served on the day following the day on 
which a prepaid letter containing such copy shall have been posted. 


Subpenas. 

Subpoenas remain in force only till the end of the silting or assize for 
which they were issued. A new writ must afterwards be isssued or the 
former writ may be (at the option of the parties) altered as to date and sitting, 
or assiz*, and re-issued as a new writ. 

The date of return in the writ and pracipe may, before service, be 
amended without the direction of a master, and without fee, provided the 
a date be within the sitting or assize for which the subpena 


aed. 

A subpeena in an interpleader issue should be headed in the title of the 
original action, and in the title of the interpleader issue, and should he 
applied for in, and issued out of, the room in which the writ of summons 
in the original action was iasued. 


Removal by appearance to London of Actions commenced in District 


Regisiries, 
A fresh London distinctive mark to be given. 
No separate district re cause book to be kept. 


No letter need be sent to the district registrar. 

Writs of summons issued out of a district registry cannot be amended by 
order or fiat of master unless the action has been removed to London by 
ap ce or otherwise, 

o writ issued out of a district registry can be amended in the Central 
Office unless the duplicate filed in the district registry has been previously 
received in the Central Office. 

If it becomes necessary to send to London (for amendment or otherwise) 
the copy writ filed in the district registry, authority may be given t? send 
the copy writ to the Central Office by sealing a duplicate of the precipe for 
appearance, which shall be transmitted to the district registrar by the 
solicitors concerned, 

Distringas, 

When the settlement comprises more than one sum, and the sums are in 
the shares or securities of different companies, a separate affidavit and 
notice should be made for each company, and the affidavit should be that 
the funds comprise ‘‘ amongst others ” the sum of, &c. [ the sum 
in the books of the one company], and a stamp of 10a, will be required for 
each separate notice. 

If there are more sums than one, but allin the books of the Bank of 
England, or in the books of any one company, one affidavit and notice will 
be sufficient for all the sums. 

In actions not specifically assigned to the Chancery Division by the 
Judicature Act, 1873, s, 34 (i.e., 80 called common law actions brought in 
the Chancery Division), no certificate of lower scale shall be given out till 
after appearance. In the cause books such actions shall bs distinguished by 
the letters L.S. 

When deposited documents, or documents on the file, are ordered to bs 
delivered to a solicitor, on his undertaking to return them, he must sign a 
receipt and undertaking to return (which may be indorsed on the order), 
and leave the order and indorsement at the Central Office to be returned to 
him on his bringing back the documents. The signature of the solicitor must 
be witnessed by his clerk, or by someone known to the officer delivering out 
the documents. 


Pleadings and Documents jiled in Default. 

None of these documents will be placed in the bundles containing the 
writs of sammons and pleadings filed on entering judgment, bat will be 
made up into two sets of separate bundles, 

The first containing all statements of cleim filed in default. 

The second containing summonser, warrants to tax, notices, and miscella- 
neous documents. 

All these documents must have the date of filing and the name of the 
defendant against whom they were filed written on them, and be entered in 
the canse books under the head of pleadings, sach entry to show the date 
of filing, nature of document, and name of defendant against whom they are 
filed 


None of these documents will (for the present) be delivered ont without 
an order, but any defendant against whom documenta have been filed may, 
after appearance, inspect the same withoat fee. 


As to jiling generally. : 

In the Chancery Diviaion, jadgments, orders, notices of motion for attach. 
ment, and other documents requiring personal service, cannot be filed in 
default of appearance without an order or leave of a master, and no pleadings 
or other documents can be filed under order xix, rale 6, unless an affidavit 
of service under order xii',, rales 2 and 9, or an office capy thereo’, be first 
prodaced to the officer. 


Orders and Judgments, 
When partics have not drawa up their orders on the day of the hearlag 
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of the summons, the solicitor shall, before having his order issued, take it to 
the filing office, and having indorsed on the back the words ‘‘ The affidavite 
referred to within are on the file,” the seal will be affixed to certify that the 
affidavits are filed. Such certificate will have the same effect as producing 
the affidavite on drawing the order. 

As to county court certificate of result of trial, no fee to be cherged for 
search. 

Judgment may be signed on a certificate of “ No affidavits filed in answer 
to interrogatories,” or on a certificate of non-payment of money into court 
without affidavit. 

On entering judgments under order xli., rule 1, in actions in the Chancery 
Division, when drawn up by the chancery registrars, the engrossment of the 
judgment together with the pleadings to be filed shall be brought to the writ 
appearance and judgment department, and the officer receiving the same shall 
make a note in the matgin of the engrosement that the pleadings have been 
filed, and shall authenticate such note with the small seal of the office, and 
return the engrossment to the solicitor. 

The date of the judgment as shown by the engrossment of the order and 
the date of leaving the pleadings shall be entered in the cause book. 

The solicitor on leaving the pleadings must indorse thereon and sign & 
certificate in the words or to the effect following :— 

“T certify that these are all the pleadings required to be left for filing.’ 

When judgment is signed under order xli,, rules 4 and 5, on any order, 
certificate, or other document, such document shall be filed. 

Original stamped judgment to be filed and office copy to be delivered out at 
6d. a folio. The judgment need not be signed by the solicitor entering it. 

If judgment removed from Lord Mayor’s Court the fixed cost of removal to 
be one guinea in all cases, 

An allocatur for costs is to be placed on a certificate in the form settled. 

Judgments are to be numbered consecutively in each alphabetical division 
in the right-hand corner, and the number entered in the cause book. 

In cases where the plaintiff is entitled to a final judgment as to part of his 
@ am, and to an interlocutory judgment as to the remainder, one judgment 
| is necessary, final as to part and interlocutory as to the rest, and one fee 
paid. 

In the case of cross judgments in the same action where after a trial there 
is a direction for judgment for plaintiff against some of the defendants, and 
for some of the defendants against the plaintiff, and also for some of the 
defendants against the others, the whole direction may be embodied ia one 
jodgment, and the different parties may take office copies for use. 

Date of filing of pleadings filed on entering judgment and of certificates of 
costs are to be entered in cause books and on the documents. 


As to Costs on Judgments for Default of Appearance. 

£s, 4. 

In town cases . ° ‘ ° : ° ‘ ‘ - 314 0 

In country and agency cases and cases in which service 

effected beyond five miles from General Post Office, Ss. 

Martin s-le-Grand > . ‘ P ‘ ‘ 6 460 
And 6s, in addition for each service beyond one defendant. 

The above allowances include all mileage. 


As to the Costs of Removing Judgments from Inferior Courts for Purposes 
of Execution. 


The order should direct that the party removing the judgment bave his 
costs of and relating to the removal (to be taxed). 


As to Common Pleas Judgments between November, 1875, and April, 1880. 


_ Any office copy required may be made from the copy filed in the office and 
issued as an office copy of the original judgment, unless there shall be some 
special reason against doing so, in which case the parties shall be referred to a 
practice master. 

__ As to writs of attachment issued in pursuance of au order for making default 
in payment of a sum of money made in any case excepted by the 4th section 
of the Debtors Act, 1869, from the operation of that section, these should have 
a note stating that the writ does not authorize an imprisonment for any longer 
period than one year. ‘ 


Nore.—All question of practice, sufficiency of affidavits, &c., are to be 
referred to a practice master, and not to any other master, 








SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The forty-eighth half-yearly general meeting of the members of thie 
aesociation was held at the Incorporated Law Society's Hall, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday, the 26th ult. 

The following was the report of the directors :— 

The board of directors have the pleasure, in obedience to the provisions of 
the sixteenth rule of the association, of presenting this their (forty-eightb) 
— of the progress and operations of the association daring the past 

-year. 

Since their report in October last to the general meeting of members at 
Brighton, sixty-two new members have been added to the association, and 
the aggregate number enrolled is now 2,662, of whom 997 are life, and 
1,665 annul members, Forty-seven of the life members are, in addition, 
sonal subscribers to the association of from one to five guineas each, 





The customary balance-sheet for the half-year, as certified by the 
auditors, is appended to this report, 

The board have the pleasure of reporting the receipt of a share of the 
residue of the personal estate of the late Miss Ellen Reardon (daughter of a 
deceased solicitor), to which bequest they alluded, for the first time, in 
their report of April, 1880. The share amounted to £5,351 8s. 8d., and this 
sum has been invested in £5,048 10a. 5d. Metropolitan Consolidated Three 
and a Half per Cent Stock. 

A sum of £52 33., which followed the bequest, appears in the accounts, 
and is a balance of dividends which had acorued after the death of the 
testatrix and prior to the transfer to this association, less deductions for 
necessary law chargés. 

With regard to Miss Reardon’s bequest the board desire to mention that, 
in acoordance with the provisions of hér will and a deolaration of trast which 
has been executed, the dividends to arise from the trust fund are to be 
applied in payment of annuities bearing the names of certain members of 
the testatrix’s family. 

In addition, the association has received during the past half-year 
£1,678 8s. 3d., included in which amount was a bequest of £19 192, under 
the will of the late Mr. William Coleman Gill, solicitor, of Bath, a member 
of the association. 

The operations of the association daring the past half-year will be found 
set forth in the balance-sheet, from which it will be seen that the board 
have distributed in grants of assistance a sum of £1,005, of which amoants 
averaging £46 each were applied in the relief of nine recipients of tho 
primary class of members and their families, and amounts averaging £14 
each in the relief of forty recipients of the secondary class of non-members 
and their families, 

The board have invested during the half-year a sum of £499 133. 9d. in 
the purchase of £500 Reduced Three per Cents., and the entire capitalized 
funds of the association are now £9,000 Consols, £6,500 Reduced Three per 
Cents., £19,000 India Four per Cents., £4,207 London and North-Western 
Railway Four per Cent. Debenture Stock, £250 London and St, Katharine 
Docks Four per Cent. Debenture Stock, and £5,048 10s, 5d. Metropolitan 
Consolidated Three and a Half per Cent. Stock, the whole producing together 
annual dividends amounting to £1,579 13s, 

A balance of £305 18s, remained to the credit of the association, with the 
Union Bank of London, at the date of the closing of the balf-yearly account 
(February 28 last), and a sum of £15 was in the hands of the secretary. 

The board greatly regret having to record the deaths of two of their 
colleagues during the past py inal Mr. Joseph Harris, of Leices'er, and 
Mr, Charles Marsh Lee, of Salisbury; and in the room of these deceased 

entlemen they have elected Mr. Samuel Harris, of Leicester, and Mr, Henry 
William Cobb, of Salisbury. 

With much pleasure the board have to announce that Mr. Francis Thomas 
Bircham, of London, one of the members of the association, has kindly 
accepted their invitation to preside at the anniversary festival of the associa- 
tion, to be held on Wednesday, the 14th of June next, at the Star and Garter 
Hotel, Richmond, Surrey; and they earnestly hope that all their brother 
members will give them the advantage of their kind and valuable co-opera- 
tion in their efforts to render that festival as beneficial as possible to the 
association, 

Thirty-five gentlemen have already given their names as stewards, and 
the secretary will be happy to receive, as early as possible, the names 
5d any other gentlemen who may be willing to have them added to the 

ist, 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Easter anD Trinity Course or Lectures, 1882. 


Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors,—The Professor of Roman Law 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, a course of six lectures 
on *‘ Real rights with special reference to pledge, mortgage, and lien.”” The 
first lecture of thia course will be delivered on Monday, the 24th of April, 
1882, at 3 p.m. The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Wednesdays 
and Mondays at the same hour, 


Jurisprudence.—The Professor of Juriaprade Constitutional Law, and 
Legal History will, during the ensuing educational term, deliver six lectures 
on “ The law of status and family relations, regarded from the point of view— 
first, of jarispradence, secondly, of the conflict of law.” The first lecture of 
this course will be delivered on Friday, the 9th of Jane, 1882, at 8 p.m., 
and the subsequent lectures at the same hour on Mondays and Fridays. 


Equity.—The Professor of Equity will, during the ensuing educational 
term, deliver a course of twelve lectures upon the are of assignment 
and charge in equity. The first lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 
April 19, 1882, at 4,15 p.m,, and the subsequent lectures at the same hour on 
Fridays and Wednesdays. 

Norz.—The lectores in this subject will be suspended after Friday, May 5, 
and be resumed oa Wednesday, June 7, at the usual hour, 

Law of Real and Personal Property.—Tho Professor of the Law of Real and 
Person vig og will, during the ensuing educational term, deliver twelve 
lectures on the following subject :—‘ Vendors and purchasers of real estate; 


the conveyance and matters connected with the completion of the purchase,” 
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“The first lecture will be delivered on Thursday, April 20, 1882, at 3.5 p.m. 
The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered on Tuesdays at 4 p.m., 
and on Thursdays at 3.6 p.m, 


Nore.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended after Tuesday, May 
9, and be reeumed on Thursday, Jane 8, at the usual hour, 


Common Law.—The Professor of Common Law will, during the ensuing 
educational term, deliver twelve lectures on Criminal Law, comprising six 
lectures on offences against the State and six lectures on offences against the 
person, The first lecture will be delivered on Thursday, April 20,1882, at 4.15 
p.m. The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered on Mondays 
and Thursdays at the same hour. 


Nore. —The lectures in this subject will bs suspended after Monday, May 8, 
and be resumed on Thursday, June 8, at the usual hour. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were on Wednesday called to the bar by 
the Honourable Society of the Inner Temple, viz. :—Richard Christian, 
B.A., Oxford; John Courronx, Associate of King’s College, London ; Charles 
Francis Miller Mandy, B.A., Cambridge ; Robert Malcolm Napier Kerr, 
B.A., Oxford ; Churchill William Coster, B.A., Cambridge; Alfred Owen 
Lyon, B.A., Cambridge; James Henry Tschudi Broadwood, B.A., 
Cambridge; Francis John Hext, B.A., Oxford; Henry Pigot Ireland 
Warburton; Joseph Yelverton Dawbarn, M.A., L.L.M., Cambridge ; Thomas 
George Wood Reaveley ; Petrus Bargers, LL.D.; Edmund Russborongh 
Turton, Oxford; Frederic William Heather, B.A., Cambridge; Charles 
Thomas Beresford-Hope, M.A., Cambridge ; Harold Ward Topham, B.A., 
Oxford ; George Cawston ; Edgar Brierley (holder of a pupil scholarship 
in common law awarded by the Inner Temple, February, 1882), B.A., 
Oxford; Bernard Henry Holland, B.A., Cambridge; George Francis 
Gregory ; George Anson Byron, B.A., Oxford; Shirley Harris Salt, 
B.A., Cambridge; William Philip Schreiner (holder of a student- 
ship, awarded by the Council of Legal Education, Hilary, 1881, 
and of a pupil scholarship in common law, awarded by the Inner 
Temple, July, 1881), B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; Gavin Francis Hamilton, 
B.A., Oxford; the Right Hon. Lord Clifford, B.A., London; William 
Oharlea Niblett; Walter Yeates Hargreaves, B.A., Cambridge; Arthur 
James Foord, LL.B., Cambridge; Arthur Fanshawe Fox, M.A., Oxford; 
Henry Gordon Jeaffreson, M.A., Cambridge; Abraham Hebron; Edaljee 
Jamsetjee Khory; Lionel Crosskey, B.A., Cambridge; William Percy Pain 
(holder of astudentship awarded by the Council of Legal Education, Hilary, 
1880, and of a pupil scholarship in equity, awarded by the Inner Temple, 
February, 1880), LL.B., London, with honours; Charles Henry Fehler 
Christie, B.A.. Oxford ; John Frederick Gibson, B.A., Oxford; and George 
Johnson Marples, Esqs. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were called to the bar by the Honourable 
Society of the Middle Temple:—Philip Henry Clifford, M.A., Fellow of 
Christ’s College, Cambridge; Stuart Forster, Trinity College, Cambridge ; 
Martin Luther Rouse, Aberdeen University ; William Mitchell; Alfred 
Crooke, Queen’s College, Cambridge, B.A. (holder of a studentship of 100 
goineas in Roman law and jurisprudence granted by the Council of Legal 
Education) ; Robert Donald Douglas Maclean; Reginald Cautley Saunders 
(first-class 50 guineas, Middle Temple, Real and Personal Property Scholar 
in Hilary Term, 1881) ; Joseph Sydney Merton ; Edward George Macleod ; 
Harry Nowell Harvey ; Thomas Crossley Rayner, of the University of 
gaat John Dyer ; Nasarvanji Framji Bhandara, Edinburgh University, 

Sqs. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were called to the bar by the Honourable 
Society of Lincoln’s-inn :—-William Gurney Angus, University of London ; 
Jobn Duthie, University of Aberdeen ; George Smith, LL.B., Cambridge ; 
John Labouchere Beattie; William Frederick Webster, M.A., Cambridge ; 
William Lewis Comrie, B.A., Cambridge; Francis Robert Anderton, M.A., 
London; Thomas Henry Boileau Graham, B.A., Cambridge ; Charles Henry 
Sargant, B.A., Oxford ; Mortimer Drewe Malleson, late scholar of Corpus 
Christi College, Oxford; Francis Henry Launcelot Errington, B.A., Oxford ; 
and George Henry Norris, University of London, Esqs. 


The undermentioned gentleman was called to the bar by the Honourable 
Society of Gray’s-inn :—Arthur William A’Beckett, Esq. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


Ata gee of this society, held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on 
Monday, April 17, Mr. B. T, Bartram in the chair, Mr. Shirley Shirley opened 
the following question in the negative: “ B., by his will, directs his executors 
to hand over his body to C. for cremation, and to reimburse C.the expenses of 
such cremation. The body is cremated, but the executors refuse to reimburse 
C. Can O, recover the amount?’ The opener was supported in his view 
of the question by Messrs. Elliott and Sutcliff. Mr. Collyer contended that 
C. could recover, and upon the question being put to the meeting it was decided 
in the negative nem. con. 

The usual weekly meeting was held at Clement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday, 
April 26, Mr. A. D, Maclaren in the chair. Mr. Spence moved, “ That any 
extension of the franchise is undesirable.” The hon. opener was supported by 
Meesrs, Kains Jackson, Whitehouse, Rosher, and Ball, and opposed by 
Colonel Malleson and Messrs. Parsons, Richardson, Dowson, and Conybesre. 
Mr. Kains-Jackson, in the absence of Mr. Spence, replied, and on the motion 
Leing put to the meeting the voting was equal, and the chairman gave his 
casting vote egainst the motion. 





A SCOTCH LAW REPORT. 


[The Scottish Journal of Jurisprudence publishes the following report of an 
appeal of M‘Vey v. Hennigan, heard before the Court of Se:sion on January 


12 last. 
} THERE lived, as I am tould, 
In Stirling’s noble city 
Two Irish lads so bould, 
The subjec’ av me ditty ; 
They both had pigs galore, 
And sties to fence and screen ‘em, 


And each | ery a boar 
With only a hedge between ’em. 
Says M'Vey, 
** Darlint Mr. Hennigan, 
You must pay 
If your boar comes in egain!” 
Tony Hennigan’s boar, 
Faix! he loved to wandher ; 
Divvle a wall or door 
Would kape him from his dandher. 
And mostly he would hie 
To Pat M‘Vey’s back garden, 
And gront about the sty 
Where Pathrick’s pigs were batred in. 
Says M‘Vey, ete. 
At last one day, when Pat 
Was atin’ av his dinner, 
His wife cried out, ‘‘ There’s t iat 
Ould boar, as I’m a sinner ! 
O Pat, rise up, make haste ! ’— 
And Pat obeyed her ordhers, 
And swore he’d drive the baste 
From out his garden bordhers. 
Says M‘Vey, etc. 


But Tony’s boar! worse luck ! 
He had a heart so darin’, 
Bedad ! he ram amuck . 
At this bould son av Eria ; 
So Pat was forced to fly, 
And moighty quick he went, too, 
While Piggy from his thigh 
Tore out a small memento. 
Says M‘Vey, etc. 


Then Pathrick to the Coort 

He dhragged the porker’s masther, 
And swore that such a hurt 

Bank notes alone could plasther. 
The sty was insecure, 

The boar was most fherocious, 
And Tony’s conduct, shure, 

Was blackgyard and athrocious. 


Says M‘Vey, ete. 
‘* Me piggy has,” says Tone, 
“The best av naytures, 


swatest, 
And, Pat, ye should have known 
The ways av them dumb oraytures ; 
His timper’s easily stirred 
When takin’ av his airin’, 
Nor can he stand a worrd 
Av oursin’ or av swearin’.” 
Says M‘Vey, ete. 
Upon the case there sat 
Two Sheriffs, larned brothers, 
One gave his vote for Pat, 
And Tony got the other’s ; 
And so when months had passed 
In sthrife and opposition, 
The case was brought at last 
Before the Coort av Sission. 
Says M‘Vey, etc. 
The Lorrds, in gownds so grand, 
Were tould the dismal story 
How Piggy, though so bland, 
Made Pathrick’s groin so gory 
They said ’twas not polite 
For Pat to use such langwidge, 
Still, Piggy had no right 
To eat a raw ham sandwich! 
Says M‘Vey, ete. 
Then nivver, if you’re wise, 
Permit your pigs, be jabers! 
To threspass on the thighs 
Av your Milesian neighbours 
For boars whose moral sinse 
Is shocked by imprecation 
Are apt to take offince 
At all the Irish nation. 
Says M‘Vey, ete, 
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of the summons, the solicitor shall, before having his order issued, take it to 
the filing office, and having indorsed on the back the words ‘‘ The affidavits 
referred to within are on the file,” the seal will be affixed to certify that the 
affidavits are filed. Such certificate will have the same effect as producing 
the affidavits on drawing the order. 

As to county court certificate of result of trial, no fee to be cherged for 
search. 

Judgment may be signed on a certificate of “ No affidavits filed in answer 
to interrogatories,” or on a certificate of non-payment of money into court 
without affidavit. 

On entering judgments under order xli., rule 1, in actions in the Chancery 
Division, when drawn up by the chancery registrars, the engrossment of the 
judgment together with the pleadings to be filed shall be brought to the writ 
appearance and judgment department, and the officer receiving the same shall 
make a note in the margin of the engrossment that the pleadings have been 
filed, and shall authenticate such note with the small seal of the office, and 
return the engrossment to the solicitor. 

The date of the judgment as shown by the engrossment of the order and 
the date of leaving the pleadings shall be entered in the cause book. 

The solicitor on leaving the pleadings must indorse thereon and sign a 
certificate in the words or to the effect following :—~ 

“TI certify that these are all the pleadings required to be left for filing.” 

When judgment is signed under order xli,, rules 4 and 5, on any order, 
certificate, or other document, such document shall be filed. 

Original stamped judgment to be filed and office copy to be delivered out at 
6d. a folio. The judgment need not be signed by the solicitor entering it. 

If judgment removed from Lord Mayor's Court the fixed cost of removal to 
be one guinea in all cases, 

An allocatur for costs is to be placed on a certificate in the form settled. 

Judgments are to be numbered consecutively in each alphabetical division 
in the right-hand corner, and the number entered in the cause book. 

In cases where the plaintiff is entitled to a final judgment as to part of his 
¢ am, and to an interlocutory judgment as to the remainder, one judgment 
ae is necessary, final as to part and interlocutory as to the rest, and one fee 
paid. 

In the case of cross judgments in the same action where after a trial there 
isa direction for judgment for plaintiff against some of the defendants, and 
for some of the defendants against the plaintiff, and also for some of the 
defendants against the others, the whole direction aay be embodied in one 
judgment, and the different parties may take office copies for use. 

Date of filing of pleadings filed on entering judgment and of certificates of 
costs are to be entered in cause books and on the documents. 


As to Costs on Judgments for Default of Appearance. 

&£a d. 

In town cases . : ‘ . ° ° ‘ ‘ » 314 0 

In country and agency cases and cases in which service 

effected beyond five miles from General Post Office, Ss. 

Martin s-le-Grand ° . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 

And 6s, in addition for each service beyond one defendant. 
The above allowances include all mileage. 


As to the Costs of Removing Judgments from Inferior Courts for Purposes 
of Execution. 


The order should direct that the party removing the judgment bave his 
costs of and relating to the removal (to be taxed). 


As to Common Pleas Judgments between November, 1875, and April, 1880. 


Any office copy required may be made from the copy filed in the office and 
issued as an office copy of the original judgment, unless there shall be some 
special reason against doing so, in which case the parties shall be referred to a 
practice master. 

As to writs of attachment issued in pursuance of an order for making default 
in payment of a sum of money made in any case excepted by the 4th section 
of the Debtors Act, 1869, from the operation of that section, these should have 
a note stating that the writ does not authorize an imprisonment for any longer 
period than one year. ; 


Nore.—All question of practice, sufficiency of affidavits, &c., are to be 
referred to a practice master, and not to any other master, 








SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The forty-eighth half-yearly general meeting of the members of this 
association was held at the Incorporated Law Society’s Hall, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday, the 26th ult. 

The following was the report of the directors :— 

The board of directors have the pleasure, in obedience to the provisions of 
the sixteenth rule of the association, of presenting this their (forty-eightb) 
— of the progress and operations of the association daring the past 

alf-year. 

Since their report in Ootober last to the general meeting of members at 
Brighton, sixty-two new members have been added to the association, and 
the aggregate number enrolled is now 2,662, of whom 997 are life, and 
1,665 annual members. Forty-seven of the life members are, in addition, 
annual subscribers to the association of from one to five guineas each, 





The customary balance-sheet for the half-year, as certified by the 
auditors, is appended to this report. 

The board have the pleasure of reporting the receipt of a share of the 
residue of the personal estate of the late Miss Ellen Reardon (daughter of a 
deceased solicitor), to which bequest they alluded, for the first time, in 
their report of April, 1880. The share amounted to £5,351 8s. 8d., and this 
sum has been invested in £5,048 103. 5d. Metropolitan Consolidated Threa 
and a Half per Cent Stock. 

A sum of £52 33., which followed the bequest, appears in the accounts, 
and is a balance of dividends which had accrued after the death of the 
testatrix and prior to the transfer to this association, less dedactions for 
necessary law chargés. 

With regard to Miss Reardon’s bequest the board desire to mention that, 
in accordance with the provisions of hér will and a declaration of trust which 
has been executed, the dividends to arise from the trust fund are to be 
applied in payment of annuities bearing the names of certain members of 
the testatrix’s family. 

In addition, the association has received during the past half-year 
£1,678 8s. 8d., included in which amount was a bequest of £19 192, under 
the will of the late Mr. William Coleman Gill, solicitor, of Bath, a member 
of the association. 

The operations of the association during the past half-year will be found 
set forth in the balance-sheet, from which it will be seen that the board 
have distributed in grants of assistance a sum of £1,005, of which amounts 
averaging £46 each were applied in the relief of nine recipients of the 
primary class of members and their families, and amounts averaging £14 
each in the relief of forty recipients of the secondary class of non-members 
and their families. 

The board have invested during the half-year a sum of £499 133. 9d. in 
the purchase of £500 Reduced Three per Cents, and the entire capitalized 
funds of the association are now £9,000 Consols, £6,500 Reduced Three per 
Cents., £19,000 India Four per Oents., £4,207 London and North-Western 
Railway Four per Cent. Debenture Stock, £250 London and St, Katharine 
Docks Four per Cent. Debenture Stock, and £5,048 10s. 5d. Metropolitan 
Consolidated Three and a Half per Cent. Stock, the whole producing together 
annual dividends amounting to £1,579 13:, 

A balance of £305 18s. remained to the credit of the association, with the 
Union Bank of London, at the date of the closing of the half-yearly account 
(February 28 last), and a sum of £16 was in the hands of the secretary. 

The board greatly regret having to record the deaths of two of their 
colleagues during the past eee Mr, Joseph Harris, of Leices’er, and 
Mr, Charles Marsh Lee, of Salisbury; and in the room of these deceased 

entlemen they have elected Mr. Samuel Harris, of Leicester, and Mr, Henry 
William Cobb, of Salisbury. 

With much pleasure the board have to announce that Mr. Francis Thomas 
Bircham, of London, one of the members of the association, has kindly 
accepted their invitation to preside at the anniversary festival of the associa- 
tion, to be held on Wednesday, the 14th of June next, at the Star and Garter 
Hotel, Richmond, Surrey; and they earnestly hope that all their brother 
members will give them the advantage of their kind and valuable co-opera- 
tion in their efforts to render that festival as beneficial as possible to the 
association, 

Thirty-five gentlemen have already given their names as stewards, and 
the secretary will be happy to receive, as early as possible, the names 
vd any other gentlemen who may be willing to have them added to the 
ist. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION, 
Easter anD Teinity Course or Lectures, 1882. 


Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors,—The Professor of Roman Law 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, @ course of six lectures 
on ‘ Real rights with special reference to pledge, mortgage, and lien.”’ The 
first lecture of thie course will be delivered on Monday, the 24th of April, 
1882, at 3 p.m. The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Wednesdays 
and Mondays at the same hour. 


Jurisprudence.—The Professor of Juriapradence, Constitutional Law, and 
Legal History will, daring the ensuing educational term, deliver six lectares 
on “ The law of status and family relations, regarded from the point of view— 
first, of jurisprudence, secondly, of the conflict of law.” The first lecture of 
this course will be delivered on Friday, the 9th of Jane, 1882, at 3 p.m., 
and the subsequent lectures at the same hour on Mondays and Fridays. 


Equity.—The Professor of Equity will, during the ensuing educational 
term, deliver a course of twelve lectures upon the principles of assignment 
and charge in equity. The first lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 
April 19, 1882, at 4.15 p.m., and the subsequent lectures at the same hour on 
Fridays and Wednesdays. 


Norr.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended after Friday, May 5, 
and be resumed on Wednesday, June 7, at the usual hour, 

Law of Real and Personal Property.—Ths Professor of the Law of Real and 
Personal Property will, during the ensuing educational term, deliver twelve 
lectures on the following subject :—‘‘ Vendors and purchasers of real estate; 
the conveyance and matters connected with the completion of the purchase,” 
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The first lecture will be delivered on Thursday, April 20, 1882, at 3.5 p.m. 
The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered on Tuesdays at4p.m., 
and on Thursdays at 3,6 p.m, 


Note,—The lectures in this subject will be suspended after Tuesday, May 
9, and be resumed on Thursday, June 8, at the usual hour, 


Common Law.—The Professor of Common Law will, during the ensuing 
educational term, deliver twelve lectures on Criminal Law, comprising six 
lectures on offences against the State and six lectures on offences against the 
person, The first lecture will be delivered on Thursday, April 20,1882, at 4.15 
p-m. The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered on Mondays 
and Thursdays at the same hour. 


Nore. +The lectures in this subject will bs suspended after Monday, May 8, 
and be resumed on Thursday, June 8, at the usual hour. 


CALLS TO THE BAR, 


The undermentioned gentlemen were on Wednesday called to the bar by 
the Honourable Society of the Inner Temple, viz. :—Richard Christian, 
B.A., Oxford; John Courronx, Associate of King’s College, London ; Charles 
Francis Miller Mandy, B.A., Cambridge ; Robert Malcolm Napier Kerr, 
B.A., Oxford ; Churchill William Coster, B.A., Cambridge; Alfred Owen 
Lyon, B.A,, Cambridge; James Henry Tschudi Broadwood, B.A., 
Cambridge; Francis John Hext, B.A., Oxford; Henry Pigot Ireland 
Warburton; Joseph Yelverton Dawbarn, M.A., L.L.M., Cambridge ; Thomas 
George Wood Reaveley ; Petrus Burgers, LL.D.; Edmund Russborough 
Tarton, Oxford; Frederic William Heather, B.A., Cambridge; Charles 
Thomas Beresford-Hope, M.A., Cambridge ; Harold Ward Topham, B.A., 
Oxford ; George Cawston ; Edgar Brierley (holder of a pupil scholarship 
in common law awarded by the Inner Temple, February, 1882), B.A., 
Oxford; Bernard Henry Holland, B.A., Cambridge; George Francis 
Gregory; George Anson Byron, B.A., Oxford; Shirley Harris Salt, 
B.A., Cambridge; William Philip Schreiner (bolder of a student- 
ship, awarded by the Council of Legal Education, Hilary, 1881, 
and of a pupil scholarship in common law, awarded by the Inner 
Temple, July, 1881), B.A., LL.B., Cambridge ; Gavin Francis Hamilton, 
B.A., Oxford; the Right Hon. Lord Clifford, B.A., London; William 
Charles Niblett; Walter Yeates Hargreaves, B.A., Cambridge; Arthur 
James Foord, LL.B., Cambridge; Arthur Fanshawe Fox, M.A., Oxford; 
Henry Gordon Jeaffreson, M.A., Cambridge; Abraham Hebron; Edaljee 
Jamsetjee Khory ; Lionel Crosskey, B.A., Cambridge; William Perey Pain 
(holder of astudentship awarded by the Council of Legal Education, Hilary, 
1880, and of a pupil scholarship in equity, awarded by the Inner Temple, 
February, 1880), LL.B., London, with honours; Charles Henry Fehler 
Christie, B.A.. Oxford ; John Frederick Gibson, B.A., Oxford; and George 
Johnson Marples, Esqs. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were called to the bar by the Honourable 
Society of the Middle Temple:—Philip Henry Olifford, M.A., Fellow of 
Christ’s College, Cambridge; Stuart Forster, Trinity College, Cambridge ; 
Martin Luther Rouse, Aberdeen University ; William Mitchell; Alfred 
Crooke, Queen’s College, Cambridge, B.A. (holder of a studentship of 100 
guineas in Roman law and jurisprudence granted by the Council of Legal 
Education) ; Robert Donald Douglas Maclean; Reginald Cautley Saunders 
(first-class 50 guineas, Middle Temple, Real and Personal Property Scholar 
in Hilary Term, 1881) ; Joseph Sydney Merton ; Edward George Macleod ; 
Harry Nowell Harvey ; Thomas Crossley Rayner, of the University of 
London; John Dyer ; Nasarvanji Framji Bhandara, Edinburgh University, 
Esqs. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were called to the bar by the Honourable 
Society of Lincoln’s-inn :—William Gurney Angus, University of London ; 
Jobn Duthie, University of Aberdeen ; George Smith, LL.B., Cambridge ; 
John Labouchere Beattie; William Frederick Webster, M.A., Cambridge ; 
William Lewis Comrie, B.A., Cambridge; Francis Robert Anderton, M.A., 
London; Thomas Henry Boileau Graham, B.A., Cambridge ; Charles Henry 
Sargant, B.A., Oxford ; Mortimer Drewe Malleson, late scholar of Corpus 
Christi College, Oxford; Francis Henry Launcelot Errington, B.A., Oxford ; 
and George Henry Norris, University of London, Esqs, 


The undermentioned gentleman was called to the bar by the Honourable 
Society of Gray’s-inn ;—Arthur William A’Beckett, Esq. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


Ata er of this society, held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on 
Monday, April 17, Mr. B. T, Bartram in the chair, Mr. Shirley Shirley opened 
the following question in the negative: “ B., by his will, directs his executors 
to hand over his body to C. for cremation, and to reimburse C.the expenses of 
such cremation. The body is cremated, but the executors refuse to reimburse 
C. Can O. recover the amount?” The opener was supported in his view 
of the question by Messrs. Elliott and Sutcliff. Mr. Collyer contended that 
C. could recover, and upon the question being put to the meeting it was decided 
in the negative nem. con. 

The usual weekly raeeting was held at Clement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday, 
April 26, Mr. A. D, Maclaren in the chair, Mr. Spence moved, “ That any 
extension of the franchise is undesirable.” The hon. opener was supported by 
Messrs, Kains-Jackson, Whitehouse, Rosher, and Ball, and opposed by 
Colonel Malleson and Messrs. Parsons, Richardson, Dowson, and Conybeare. 
Mr. Kains-Jackson, in the absence of Mr. Spence, replied, and on the motion 
Leing put to the meeting the voting was equal, and the chairman gave his 
casting vote egainst the motion. 
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last.] 


A SCOTCH LAW REPORT. 


[The Scottish Journal of Jurisprudence publishes the following report of an 
peal of M‘Vey v. Hennigan, heard before the Court of Session on January 


THERE lived, as I am tould, 
In Stirling’s noble city 
Two Irish lads so bould, 
The subjec’ av me ditty ; 
They both had pigs galore, 
And sties to fence and screen ’em, 
And each possessed a boar 
With only a hedge between ’em. 
Says M'Vey, 
‘* Darlint Mr. Hennigan, 
You must pay 
If your boar comes in egain!” 


Tony Hennigan’s boar, 
Faix! he loved to wandher ; 
Divvle a wall or door 
Would kape him from his dandher. 
And mostly he would hie 
To Pat M‘Vey’s back garden, 
And gront about the sty 
Where Pathrick’s pigs were batred in. 
Says M‘Vey, ete. 
At last one day, when Pat 
Was atin’ av his dinner, 
His wife cried out, ‘‘ There's t iat 
Ould boar, as I’m a sinner ! 
O Pat, rise ap, make haste | ’— 
And Pat obeyed her ordhers, 
And swore he’d drive the baste 
From out his garden bordhere, 
Says M‘Vey, etc. 


But Tony’s boar! worse luck! 

He had a heart so darin’, 
Bedad ! he rah amuck 

At this bould son av Eria ; 
So Pat was forced to fly, 

And moighty quick he went, too, 
While Piggy from his thigh 

Tore out a small memento. 

Says M‘Vey, eto. 


Then Pathrick to the Coort 
He dhragged the porker’s masther, 
And swore that such a hurt 
Bank notes alone could plasther. 
The sty was insecure, 
The boar was most fherocious, 
And Tony’s conduct, shure, 
Was blackgyard and athrocious. 
Says M‘Vey, oto. 
‘* Me piggy has,” says Tone, 
** The swatest, best av naytures, 
And, Pat, ye should have known 
The ways av them dumb oraytures ; 
His timper’s easily stirred 
When takin’ av his airin’, 
Nor can he stand a worrd 
Av cursin’ or av swearin’.” 
Says M'Vey, ete. 
Upon the case there sat 
Two Sheriffs, larned brothers, 
One gave his vote for Pat, 
And Tony got the other’s ; 
And so when months had passed 
In sthrife and opposition, 
The case was brought at last 
Before the Coort av Sission. 
Says M‘Vey, etc. 
The Lorrds, in gownds so grand, 
Were tould the dismal story 
How Piggy, though so bland, 
Made Pathrick’s groin so gory 
They said ’twas not polite 
For Pat to use such langwidge, 
Still, Piggy had no right 
To eat a raw ham sandwich! 
Says M‘Vey, etc. 
Then nivver, if you’re wise, 
Permit your pigs, be jabers! 
To threspass on the thighs 
Av your Milesian neighbours 
For boars whose moral sinse 
Is shocked by imprecation 
Are apt to take offince 
At all the Irish nation. 
Saye M'Vey, etc, 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Caartes Pontirex, one of the judges of the High Court of Judicature 
at Calentta, who bas been appointed Legal Adviser to the Secretary of State 
for India, is the son of the late Mr. John Pontifex, solicitor, of St. Andrew’s- 
court, Holborn. He isa graduate of Trinity College, Cambridge, and he was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1854. He formerly 
practised in the Court of Chancery, and he was appointed a puisne judge of the 
High Court at Calcutta in 1871. 


Mr. Freperick ApotpHus Pxiueeick, Q.C., has been appointed an 
Examioer in Common Law and the Principles of Evidence at the University of 
London. Mr. Philbrick is the eldest son of Mr. Frederick Blomfield Phil- 
brick, solicitor, town clerk of Colchester. He was educated at University 
College, London, and he graduated B.A. in 1853. He was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1860, having, in November, 1858, 
obtained an open studentship, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1874. Mr. 
Philbrick practises on the South-Eastern Circuit and at the parliamentary bar, 
He is a bencher cf the Middle Temple, and recorder of the borough of Col- 
chester. 


Mr. Percy Witt1am Buntrne, barrister, has been appointed an Examiner 
in Equity and the Law of Real Property at the University of London. Mr, 
Bunting was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1862. He 
practises in the Chancery Division. 

Mr. Wiituam Dawes, solicitor, of Rye, has been appointed Clerk of the 
Peace for that borough, in succession to Mr. George Slade Butler, deceased, 
Mr. Dawes was admitted a solicitor in 1863. 


Mr. Frepericx ATKIN¢oN, solicitor, of Hastings and Rye, has been elected 
Clerk to the Rye School Board, in succession to Mr. George Slade Butler, 
deceased. Mr. Atkinson was admitted a solicitor in 1877. He is in partner- 
ship with Mr. Theodore John Smith, the clerk to the Rye Board of Guardians. 
Messrs. Smith & Atkinson have also been appointed Solicitors to the Rye 
Building Society, in succession to Mr. Butler. 





DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Gsrorce Davis and Nicwott Moraan, solicitors, 63, Coleman-street, 
London (George Davis, Morgan, & Company). December 2, 1881. 
[Gazette, April 28.] 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jorrt Stock CompPantzs. 
Lrurrep tx CHANCERY. 

Guiozz Accrpzyr Assvzayce Compasy, Liurrep.—Petition for winding up, presented 
April 25, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on May 6. Wyatt and Barraud, 
Cannon st, solicitors for the petitioner 

New Pzxyzose Tix ssp Copper Mrxz Company, Lrurrep.—Hall, V.C., has fixed May 8 
at 12 at his chambers for the sopreenet of an official liquidator 

Om Varywisa Maycractcerse Compayy, Liutrep.—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 24, to send their names and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Mr. Percy Head Baily, 115, Cannonst. Wednesday, May 31 at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjadicating upon the debte and claims 

Pezt Park Bezwzrr Compasy, Liuttep.—By an order made by Hall, V.C., dated April 
21, it was ordered that the winding up of the company be continued. Sykes, Old 
Broad st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Trs--Frows Mrsisc Company, Liurtep.—Petition for winding up, presented April 24, 
directed to be heard before Hall, V.C.,on May 12. Jones, Falcon ct, Fleet st, agent 
for Jones and Co, Aberystwith, solicitors for the petitioner 

Usrrep Szevicz Provisions Mazxet, Lixiren.—Creditors are required, on or before 
May BD, to — oy eo gag > Po aes their — or claims, 
to Trayton Child, 42, Poultry. Friday, at 12, is appointed for hearin 
and aljudicating upon the debts and claims - . ’ 

(Gazette, April 23. | 


Crry Sryepicars, Liutrey.— Petition for winding up, eons April 27, directed to be 
— before Chitty, J, on May 13. Courtenay and Croome, Gracechurch st, solicitors 
® the petitioners 

Gassp Decuxas Sitvex, Leip, ayy Baryres Misryc Company, Liurten.—Hall, V.C., 
has by an order, dated April 14, appointed Jobn Martin Winter, 16, Market st, 
Newcastle on Tyne, to be o Or 

Heyeucy sxp Compas, Liusten.—By an order made by Hall, V.C., dated April 21, it 
was ordered that the vo wi bp of the company be continued, Eardley 
and Co, wiiciwors tor the petitioner 

Lompos axb Peovisctat Teapees’ Waornsste Stones, Liuitzn.—Chitty, J., has, by 
an order, dated March 14, appointed Mr. James Waddell, of 1, Queen Thtstinamed 
% be ABetal luguidater of the above-named company. 

New Her Cortos Srissiue asp Masvractcetse Company, Liuiten,—By an order 
mate by Hall, VC, dated April 21, &% waa ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
cnnyany te omtinned. Gregory ani Co., Bedford-row, agents for Wright, Bacup, 

prtitivmer, 


achicncr tor the 
(Gazetle, May 2.| 
Uswiurrep tw Caancery, 
Corr ov Caterza Exeurit Eeieine fociery,—By an order made Wy Chitty, J., dated 
os 6, it wae ordered that the selety be wound up. Chester and Co, Staple inn, 
don, whicttors tor the petitioner 

f Gaadte, April 24.) 

Porrestss, Gaxeweerer, ary Sowrm Wares Rattwir—By an order mate by Fry, J. 
Gated April Zi, & wae ordered, that the Potteries, Shrewsbury, and North Wales Hail. 
BA vy be wound up. and Co,, Coleman-strest, slicitors tor the 
Romsors Comet Courant ~Hall, VC, bas, by an orter, dated April 26, appointed 
Henry Viaharp, $i, Cchenmn-savect, to be ficial Heguidateor, Cootieons ave requived, on 
oF tats yey = we ~ TRI OOm eit) 4 and yartioniare A their debts 
OF Ctdene vs, m6. Welnemtay, June 7, ¢ ie spypointed tor heariug and 
Sintioniing wim the Capa wd Gain, | rn 
[Paeette, May 2) 


FRIENDLY SocreTres DIssoLvED. 
Garrsatpr Lopes, 8 Branch of the Philanthropic Order of True Ivorites, St David’s 
Unity, Lamb and Flag Inn, Aberaman, Glamorgan, A 26 
(Gazette, April 28. J 


Bourtry New Frrenpiy Socrery, the Queen’s Head, Burley, Ringwood, Hants. April 


Outp Frrenpty Srcx Socrzty, the Bull’s Head Jnn, Winster, Derby. April 29 
SHARESHILL OLD Frrenpiy Socrety, the White Horse Inn, Shareshill, Stafford. A pril 
27 


Vicrorra Loper or Loran anp InpEPENDENT MopERN Orpzr oF FoRrEstERs’ 
Socrxty, the Crown Inn, East Hanney, Berks, April 29 
[ Gazette, May 2.] 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
April 26.—Bill Read a Second Time. 

PrivaTEe Bitt.—Nottingham Corporation. 

Bills Read a Third Time. 

Metropolitan Commons Supplemental; Army (Annual), 

April 28,— Royal Commission, 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the following Bills :— 
General Police and Improvement (Scotland); Army (Annual); Drainage and 
Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Supplemental; Metropolitan Commons 
Supplemental ; London, Brighton, and Routh Coast Railway (Capital) ; and 
Maidstone Waterworks, 

Bills Read a Second Time, 

Private Brtts.—Welshpool and Lianfair res f (Abandonment) ; West 
Ham Local Board ; North-Eastern Railway (Alawick and Cornhill Branch) ; 
Birkenhead Borough ; East and West India Dock Extension; Teign Valley 


Railway. 
May 2.—Bills Read a Second Time, 
PrivaTE Bitrs.—London Riverside Fish Market ; Alnwick Corporation ; 
South Metropolitan Gas. 
Payment of Wages in Public-houses Prohibition. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, ; 

April 27,—Bilis in Committee. ‘ 

Commonable Rights ; Judgments (Inferior Courts) ; Piaces of Worship Sites, : 
New Bill, 4 


Bill to amend the Documentary Act, 1868, and other enactments relating to 
the evidence of documents by means of copies printed by the Government 


printers (Mr. J. Hors). 
Bill Read a Third Time. 


Private Brru.—Northwich Gas. 
April 28.—Bill Read a Second Time, 
Patents for Inventions. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Bitts.—Bristol Port and Channel Dock ; London (City) Court. 
May 1.—Bills Read a Second Time, 
Private Bitts.—Gateshead and District Tramways ; Siemens Brothers and 
Company (Electric Lighting). 
Military Mancuvres, 





Bill in Committee. 
Militia Storehouses, 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Biris.—Cleator and Workington Junction Railway; Lambourn 
Valley (Light) Railway; St. Philip’s Church (Liverpool). 





New Bill. 
Bill to amend the County Courts Act, 1867 (Mr. H. Fow ier), 


Municipal Corporations, 
Bills in Committee. 
Distress Amendment ; Metropolis Management Amendment. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 

Private Brrt.—Falwood and Whittingham Water, 
Militia Storchouses ; Places of Worship (Sites), 

May 8.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Private Bitt,—Portsey Harbour. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURKE. 
Rora ov REGISTRARG IN ATTENDANCK ON 





Date. Comme oF V.0.Bacom, ‘V0, Hatt, 
Monday, May ...++.+5+. 8 Mr. Pemberton Mr. Carrington Mr, Teesdale 
Tuesday eeeereee ’ 9 Clowes Jackson Ward 
Wednesday.... 10 Pemberton Carrington Teesdale 
Thursday .... 11 Clowes Jackson Ward 


Friday .sseee 12 Pemberton Carrington Teesdale 
Gatorda: Seen eeeeeeeeee 13 Clowes Jackson ard 


Mr, Justice Mr, Justioe 
ur. Kay, 
Monday, May sesssccese & Mr, Farror 


my. Justice 
SMITTY, 


Mr. Merivale Mr, Koo 


Tussday WOeeeee aeeeeee 9 King Latham Cobby 
WwW Vrrsoessersveee 10 Varror Merivale Koe 
Thursday poeererrrveves ih ing Latham Cobby 


Friday TOOT TO Hee O eee 12 arror privale 





Bobardoyresyigryerriryys 18 King atham Cabby 


May 2.—Bill Read a Second Time, s 





ArNoT’ 
Batce: 


Buck 


Craws 


Morr 


dk eee (ee Ae 
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CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Arnott, Davrp, Grove House, Wandsworth, Esq. June 1. Shepheard, Finsbury circus 
BaLcuin, Jouy, Blackfriars rd, Bookseller. aes | 30. Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane 
Boys, Rev James, Biddenden, Kent. May 27. Philpott and Wood, Cranbrook 
Buck, en Jamzs, Shap, Westmorland, Gent, May 14. Little and Lamonby, 
Penrit! 
BuckLanD, Wit11aM, Dover, Boot and Shoe Maker. May 31. Claris, Dover 
ConEn, Lours, Gloucester pl, Portman sq, Esq. June 2, Emanuel and Simmonds, 
Finsb circus 
CrawsHaw, Tomas, Kingston upon Hull, Gent. June3. Jennings, Driffield 
Epwarps, CxariEs, Smallwood, Chester, Yeoman. May 1. Latham, Sandbach 
Fincx#, Hon Danret Grevitie, Bury st, St James’s, Colonel. May 31. Bennett and 
Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Freeman, WILLIAM, Denham, Bucks, Licensed Victualler. May 1. Gardiner, Uxbridge 
GarpNEz, Epwiy, d, Bristol, Sadler’s Ironmonger. May1l. Roberts, Bristol 
LovgepayY, Rosert, Norwich, Gent. Junel. Winter and Francis, Norwich 
MarsHALL, WILLIAM, Plymouth, Solicitor. Dec 25. Rooker and Co, Plymouth 
—- _— ARaBELLA, Callow st, Chelsea, May 15. Herbert and Kent, Grace- 
church 8 
Morrxzt, Any, Bebington, Chester. May 23. Laces and Co, Live’ 1 
a eer Marrua, Brighton. May 20. Grover and Humphreys, King’s Bench walk, 
‘emple 
Suitn, WILLIAM, Wolviston, Durham, Machinist. 


May 14._ Draper, Stockton on Tees 


oe — Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer. June 1. Laycock and Co, 

uddersfie! 

TxorN, Joun, Northchurch, Hertford, Yeoman. May15. Bullock and Penny, Great 
Berkhamps 


Witson, Josrpn, West Thriston, near Felton, Northumberland, Butcher. May 25. 
Nicholson, Morpeth 
Gazette, Apr. 18.] 


ny Grora@s, St Leonard’s on Sea, Gent. May 18, Norris and Carless, St Leonard’s 
on Sea 
ARNOLD, BENJAMIN ALFRED, Teignmouth, Devon, Esq. Junel. Lovell and Co, Gray’s 
inn sq 
Barnzs, LEonoRA Harriot, Thorpe Saint Andrew, Norfolk. May 25. Abbott, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 
Bopgn, SaMusBL Stanp1pa@k, Tavistock st, Bedford sq, Artist, June 6. Hewitt and 
Alexander, Ely pl, Holborn 
——— Rev. GEorGE ManuEy, Cambridge, Clerk. May 31. Lowe, Temple gardens, 
‘emple 
Carr, Same, High st, Deptford, Cheesemonger. May 20. Carter and Bell, Eastcheap 
CottEet, Mary Ann, Belsize rd, South Hampstead, May 29. Allen, Birmingham 
Corram, Henry, Gloucester gardens, Hyde park, Gent. May 22. Paterson and Co, 
Lincoin’s inn fields 
GripBiE, Mary Ann, East Barnet, Herts. May 23. Tilleard and Co, Old Je 
Hopeson, Rev. Epwarp Franks, Holton-cum-Beckering, Lincoln. Junel4. Broughton 
and Broughton, Gt Marlborough st 
HowarpD, Frepgericx, Wingham, Kent, Gent. July 19. Sankeys and Co, Canterbury 
Howson, Saran Marta, Rugby, Warwick. May 25. Parkin and Co, Doncaster 
Hurry, Cruara Ann, Chichester, Shopkeeper. June5. Sowton, Chichester 
Jounson, Epwarp, Birmingham, Merchant. June 10, Milward and Co, Birmingham 
JUBBER, — Gipsy Hill, Surrey, Hotel Proprietor. May 31. Chapple and Co, 
Carter lane 
—— Epwanrp, Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. May 25. Clowes and Son, Great 
‘armout) 
Krrxxam, Josgrx, Liverpool, Builder, May 20. Evans and Co, Liverpool 
Meap, Ann Susannau, Brixton, Surrey. May 20. Hyde and Co, Ely pl, Holborn 
Miturr, Mary Anyz, Knowle, nr Bristol. May 20. Danger and Cartwright, Bristol 
Moatniz, WILLIAM, Lichfield grove, Finchley, Gent. Junel. Fisher, Essex st, Strand 
Ripgr, Parr, Lancaster rd, Notting hill. May 20. Rider, Lancaster rd 
Saxsy, Joun, Rodmell, Sussex, Farmer. Augi. Gell and Drake, Lewes 
Suatn, ANNIE Marta, Newcastle st,Strand. May16. Hicks and Arnold, Wellington st 
Smita, Epwarp, Newcastle st, Strand, Licensed Victualler. May 18, Hicks and 
Arnold, Wellington st 
Suitn, GrorGk Freperickx, Winston rd, Stoke Newington, Box Maker. May 31. 
Perry, Guildhall chambers 
Smita, Tomas LitriEnauss, Fetter lane, Surgeon. May 16. Hicks and Arnold, 
Wellington st 
Tartz, Joun, South Kensington, Esq. May 31. Dingwall, Tokenhouse yard 
Tucker, Ropgrt, Waterloo, Lancaster, Gent. May 31. Norris and Sons, Live 1 
UniatHorne, Joun, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. May 29. Benson and Carpenter, Bristol 
Waitt, Frank LaxLanp, Liverpool, Bookkeeper. May 9. —— and Co, es 
| Gazette, Apr. 21. 
a CHartes Haney, Fillongley, Warwick, Esq. June 24 Twist ona Sons, 
oventry 
Atkins, BELINDA Martin, Reading. June 1. Collins, Reading 
BaxgEr, Ootavivus, Fawley, Southampton, Miller. June l. Spence and Co, Hertford 
Buarr, Huam Ramsay, Bradford, York, Merchant. May 31. Taylor and Co, Bradford 
Deree, Saeaeas Joun, Lincoln’s inn, Barrister at Law. June 30, Palmer and Co, 
algar sq 
Braunp, Exiss, Bromley, Kent. Juno 10. Shepheard, Finsbury circus 
Brooxss, Grora@s, High Ercall, Salop, Gent. June 10. Taylor, Stourbridge 
CresswktL, Any, Marylebone rd. June 1, Smith and Mammatt, Ashby de la Zouch 
Darn, Curistorugr, Erdington, Warwick, Gent. June 1. Tyndall and Co, Birmingham 
Govuttsr, Gzoras, Kingston upon Thames, Surrey, Gent. June 3, Walter and Durham, 
Kingston on Thames 
Jounston, Wiiu1aM, Junction rd, Upper Holloway, Printer, June 1, Hughes, Bedford 
st, Covent Garden 
Lzx, Epwarp Henry Jonny, Leeds, Tanner, June 21. Simpson and Burrell, Leeds 
Lxrs, Gror@r Wrtp, Bakewell, Derby, Esq. May 31. Noble, Lendal 
Lzxs, Rev. Joun, Clifton, York. May'31. Noble, Lendal 
Marys, Right Hon, Sir Riowaxn, Lowndes sq. 


k bid, 
PHILLIPS, Hereazarz, Shifnal, Salop. May 15, Se and Co, Shifnal 
wo Rov, Faepsaicx, Appleford, Berks, Clerk, June 5, Sedgefield and Pryce, 
ngdon 
Ror, Hunry Barnarp, Liverpool, Gentleman. June 90. 
——— Hveu, Keymer, Sussex, Licensed Victualler, 
righton 
— Grorax Bunnett, Hibaldstow, Lincoln, Farmer, May 1, Hayes and Son, 
g 


June 1, Freshfields and Williams, 


Rowe and Co, Liverpool 
June 24 Haselwood, 


g 

Sravens, Jans Joun, Clapham Common, Surrey, Esq. June 4 Keily, Molyneux 
chmbrs, Goswell rd 

Warrn, Joun, City rd, Gont, May 90, Burr, Little Britain 

Warren, Gronax, Cambridge, Grocer. July 20, EKadens and Knowles, Cambridge 

Wotstennotmn, Joun Procter, Bradford, Timber Merchant, June 1, Watson and 
Dickons, Bradford 

Yaup, Henry Jouy, Bishopwearmouth, M.D, May 3, Alcock and Routledge, Sunder. 


land 
(Gagetie, Apr, 25.) 
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OBITUARY. 


MR, WILLIAM HENRY SCOTT. 

Mr. William Henry Scott, solicitor, of Aylsham, died recently. Mr. 
Scott was admitted a solicitor in 1840, and had practised for about 
forty years at Aylsham. He had large prictice in the town and district, 
besides holding several important appointments. He was for many yeats 
deputy-coroner forthe Duchy of Norfolk, and he was also regi of the 
Aylsham County Court (Circuit No. 32), clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes 
for the South Erpingham Division, clerk to the Felmingham United District 
School Board, clerk to the Aylsham Board of Guardians, Asseesment Com- 
mittee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, and superintendent-reg' for the 
district. Mr. Scott was universally respected at Aylsham, and his death 
has caused a general feeling of regret. 


= 4. 











LEGAL NEWS. 


On the 27th ult., the election of a registrar of deeds for the East Riding, 
to fill the vacancy caused by the death of Mr. John Maister, took place at 
Beverley. The candidates were Mr. George Arthur Thompson, of Terrington 
Hall, York ; Mr. Robert Stanley Scholfield, Sand Hall, Howden ; and Mr. 
Joseph Smith, Huggate, Pocklington. The polling commenced at nine a.m., 
and contioued until eight p.m., and from the first-meationed hour until about 
seven in the evening there was a continuous influx of voters into Beverley 
from all parts of the Riding. Both candidates had quite a host of carriages 
engaged to convey people from the railway station, to which place they were 
brought from all parts free of expense, and vehicles of all kinds were aiso em- 
ployed in bringing in voters from the adjacent country. A number of special 
trains were also run from Hull at intervals pape, ows day for the purpose of 
conveying voters. In the usually quiet town of Beverley the greatest excite- 
ment prevailed, and as each of the two principal candidates alternately headed 
the poll until seven in the evening this was kept up until the poll was 
declared. Mr. Smith retired from the contest early in the day. The method 
of voting was somewhat peculiar, and in accordance with what has been the 
usage at similar contests. Each voter, on entering the voting-room, hayog 
previously given bis name and address, placed his card, which he had already 
filled up, in a glass urn. The cards of Mr. Thompson's voters were white in 
colour, and those of Mr, Scholfield buff, and when a sufficient number of these 
had been deposited they were removed, and counted by the officials, so that as 
the poll proceeded a pretty accurate idea could be obtained by the agents of 
each candidate as to the state of the poll. Any voter who was odjected to by 
the agents of the candidates was sworn before he was allowed to vote. Mr. 
Thompson’s agents were Messrs. Rollit & Sons, Hull, and Mr. George 
England, solicitor, Howden, acted as agent for Mr. Scholfield. The doors of 
the polling-room were closed precisely at eight o'clock, and about twenty 
minutes past that hour the result was declared —— Barton, in the Sessions 
Court, as follows :—Mr. Thompson, 1,565 ; Mr. Scholfield, 1,031 ; Mr. Smith, 
84; majority for Thompson, 34. 





—— 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

May 10.—Messrs. Epwrx Fox & Bovsrrstp, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 
Property (see advertisement, April 22, p. 3). 

May 10.—Mr. F. Evtis Morris, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property (see 
advertisement, April 29, p. 4). 

May 11.—Mesera. C. C. & T. Moors, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 p.m., Freehold 
and Leasehold Estates (see advertisement, this week, & 

May 12.—Mesers. a Sea & es = , ac lfrlpa, 
Leasehold ous (see advertisement, April 

May 12.—Mr, Mrixak, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property (see advertize- 

May 12.—Messre, Norton, Trist, Warnsy, & Co., at the Mart, at 2 pm., 


ment, April 29, p. 4). 
Freehold and Leasehold Properties (eee advertieement, this week, p. 4). 








MARRIAGES, 
NaYLoR—GRANVILLE —April 27, at Biarritz, Charles Topham ste the 
Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to 4) “eu daughter of Gran- 


ville, late 26th Regt., of Grand Pré, . : 

WALKER—BBEARE.—April 27, at Savoy, Philip F. Walker, barrister-at-law, to 
Mary Alice Beare, daughter of the late Beare, 46th Regiment, of 
Devonshire-place. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 





Parmar, April 3, 1883, 
Under the Bankraptoy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their of debts t the Ragistran 


Ts in London, 
Honek, John, Havenfield Lodge, Hornsey Rise, Pet March 15. Broagham. May? 
at ll 


Parker, George, and Geonge Parker, jan, Wardour st, Soho, Manafactaring Chemists, 
Pet April 26, Brougham. May 10 at 12.90 


saith Pet Apt Sk. Rankin. Hal Warn 
Mitton, John, Halifax, Blackamith. i in. f Aa 
Sorrell, Richard Henry, Saffron Walden, » aay Grover, Pet April eo Cam. 


bridge, May 10 at 3 
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TuRspAaY, May 2, 1882. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Snow, Percy Tonkin, Mildmay road, Stoke Newington, a retired Lieutenant-Colonel of 
the Madras Army. Pet April 29. Brougham. May 17 at 12.30 
Stenson, Robert Crooks, Millman st, Bedford row. Pet April 28. Pepys. May 17 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bridgewater, John Thomas, and Francis Foster Bridgewater, Cleckheaton, York, 
Woollen Manufacturers. Pet i128. Orme. Bradford, May i6at12_ 
Chambers, William Hoole, Barnsley, York, Mining Engineer. Pet April 26, Bury. 


Barnsley, May 16 at 11 . 

Cutler, Wiliam, East Sheen, Mortlake, Surrey, Brewer. Pet April 26, Willoughby. 
Wandsworth, May 12 at 11 . 

Grenfell, Annie Marjorie, Somers villa, Wandsworth, Pet Feb 21. Willoughby. Wands- 


laze, ‘Thomas, Abercarne, Monmouth, Farmer. Pet April 28. Davis, Newport, May 

a 

me, seaaten, Liverpool, Quarry Proprietor. Pet April 28. Cooper. Liverpool, May 
a 


ba oy Henry, Golborne, Lancaster, Surgeon. Pet April 27, Holden. Bolton, May 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Friary, April 28, 1882, 
Buckland, Stephen, Clapham rd. April 20 
Mann, James, Hartlepool, Durham, Innkeeper. March 16. ° 
TvuEsDAY, May 2, 1882, 
Eggar, Frederick, Woking, Surrey, Brick and Tile Manufacturer. A pril 20 
Haillowes, Thomas Arthur Tooke, Tavistock sq, Architect. April 25 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frrpay, April 28, 1882, 
Adams, David, Middlesborough, Earthenware Dealer. May 10 at 11 at office of Ward, 
Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Allen, George Alfred Smit 4 Walthamstow, Builder. May 23 at 12 at offices of Dubois, 


Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane. Toulmin-Smith and Fuller, Chancery lane 
= mt Waltham Cross, Herts, Hairdresser. May 10at3 at office of Rumney, 
Dyers) 


Aram, page (not Oram, as erroneously printed in last Gazette), Greyhound rd, Fnl- 
ham Fields, Oilman. May 6 at 12 at office of Shearman, Gresham st 

Ashmead, Joseph, Rotherham, out of business. May llat 4 at Law Society, Hoole’s 
chbrs, Bank st, Sheffield, Hickmott 

Ashworth, Herbert, Beswick, nr Manchester, Grocer. May 12 at 3 at office of Chew, 
Swan st, Manchester 

Attwell, Walter, Chiswell st, Wholesale Milliner, May 10 at 3.30 at office of Boyes and 
Child, Poultry. Morris, Walbrook 

er, George William Sanzen, Gateshead, Grocer. May 9 at 3 at office of Pybus, Post 

Office chbrs, St Nicholas s Newcastle on Tyne 

Bell, John, and Henry Bell, Wedmore st, Carriers. May 10 at 3 at Inns of Court Hotel, 
Holborn. Godfrey, Highgate rd 

Bennett, Samuel, Stourbridge, Worcester, Shopkeeper. May 8 at 11 at office of Roskell 
Worcester st, Stourbridge 

Binge, John, Rampton, Nottingham, Farmer. May 16 at 11.30 at office of Marshall, 
Chapelgate, East Retford 

Bowes, William, Kirby Mis: mn, nr Pickering, Tailor, May 15 at 2 at Bay Horse Inn, 
Pickering. Harrison, y Moorside 

Brand, Edward, and John Brand, Gore rd, Victoria pk, Hatters. May 6 at 10.80 at office 
of Hicks, Victoria pk rd 

Brennan, Amelia, Blackley, nr Manchester, Match Manufacturer. May 18 at 4 at Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral yd, Manchester. Leigh, Manchester 

ea wie Brighton, Wine Dealer. May 15 at 3 at office of Helmore, Bishops- 

Brooks, William, West Bromwich, Stafford, Horse Dealer. May 11 at 11 at office of 
Jackson and Sharpe, High st, West Bromwich 

Buckler, William, Blatchington, Sussex, Builder. May 24at 3 at office of Edmonds 
and Co, Cheapside. Schomberg, Brighton 

Budworth, Samuel, Frodlingham, Lincoln, General Dealer. May 17 at 11 at Angel Hotel, 
Brigg. Stephenson and Mountain, Gt Grimsby 

Capstick, Felix, Bristol, Beerhouse Keeper. May 10 at 12 at office of Benson and Car- 

mnter, Bank chbrs, Corn st, Brtstol 

Collins, William Henry, High Wycombe, Buckingham, Chair Manufacturer. May 13 

at 1 at the Coffee Tavern, Frogmore gardens, High Wycombe. Clarke, High 


Wycombe 
Cook, Charles, Swansea, Trunk Maker, May 12 at 3 at offices of Evans and Davies, 
Cook, Jos oh, Oldb 
00) ose jury, Worcester, Plumber. May 16 at 11 at offi f 
Sharpe. igh st, West Bromwich vj Sen See 
Corbett, Benjohn, Grimsbury, Northampton, Cattle Salesman. May 11 at 2.30 at office 
of Munton and Stockton, High st, Banbury 
ee Bristol, Saddler. May 10 at 12 at offices of Hare and Co, High st, 


Cowper, Henry, § oor, Durham, Clothier. . 
Bilpot be Bishop Auckland’ > er. May 10 at 11,30 at offices of Edgar, 


om. a Leicester, Corn Dealer. May 11 at 12 at offices of Harris, Friar lane, 
Orawys, George, Ball’s Pond rd, Grocer. May 12 at 2 at offices of Coram, Lincoln’s 
Cullingford, Robert, West Cowes, Isle of Wight, Hotel Keeper. May 15 
of Edmonds and Go, Cheapside. Pittis, Narport oa erties 
Darwin, Henry John, Birmingham, Tailor. May 9 at 11 at offices of Fowke, Colmore 
Device, Devil Tsndéble, Carmarthen, Grover. 
i ebie, Carmarthen, Grocer. May 18 at 12.30 at Dynevor Arms 
Hotel, Pani Llandebie. Bishop and Childs, Liandilo z 
Diamond, ;or Huntingdon bldgs, Bethnal green, out of business, May 11 at 2 at 
offices of Brighten and Parker, Bishopsgate st Without 
Druiff, Sidney, Wood st, Cheapside, Millinery Warehouseman. May 16 at 2 at 
ee, — Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Myers, Gresham buildings, 
Edmund, Henry, Dafen, nr Llanelly, Publican, May 11 at 2 at offices of Jellicoe, 
Brana, tasty Page, Dentigh 
vans, He: age, Denbigh pl, Pimlico, Grocer. May 11 at 2 at offi 
PR ey een st, Cheapside, Les South 8q, Gray's they eae en ee 
r er, eric. all, Manchester, Baker, y 
é Moeeley “ ‘Manchester » er, ay 12 at3 at office of Leyland, 
‘ane, Henry Jo! ury st, St James’s, of no occupation. May 1 
Hotel, Holborn. ; Davis, Weymouth st, Portland . yteeregapemehincans 
Feast, John, and Joseph Feast, George yd, Wardour st, Builders, May 18 at 3 at 1, 
Fiea a wag a “aa pidgs, goo | lane. Harston, Throgmorton st 
) edical Practiti » ME - 
mee Spee Molton “4 . ‘ oner, ay 6 at 11 at offices of Stol 
es oe Wigan, Lancaster, Boot Maker. May 11 at 11 at offices of Byrom, King 
is, 8 Stalbri: . May Lion Inn, ridge. 
Balok | ed idge, Dorset. 5 at 11 at Red Stalb 


, Alfred, Holloway End, nr Stourbrid mmission Agen: 
offices of Waldron, High st, Brierley Hill” ” - sla ip isi 





Roost, Altes, Coventry, Cabinet Maker. May 11 at 11 at offices of Goate, Little Park 
st, Covent 
Gorse, Thomze, Orrell, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. May 10 at 11 at office of Wilson, 
King st, Wigan 
Haines, Walter, Knighton, Radnor, Innkeeper. May 15 at 2 at Crown Inn, Knighton. 
Green and Peters a 
Benes Gomes Chorley, Lancaster, Grocer, May 10 at 3 at office of Whitfield, Town- 
» Chorle ; 
Hammond. John Thomas, Macclesfield, Chester, Silk Dealer. May 18 at 11 at Brunswick 
st, Macclesfield. Killminster 
Hammond, Nathan, Brighton, Butcher. May 16 at 3 at office of Penfold and Co, 
Middle st, Brighton 
Harker, George, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Shoemaker. May 10 at 2 at offices of Fardell and 
Dashwood, Market st, Ryde 
ema amas Bradford, Confectioner. May 12 at 11 at offices of Wilkinson, Kirk- 
gate, Bradfo 
Hart, James, and James Hart, jun, Coventry, Ribbon Manufacturers, May 10 at 12 at 
the Craven Arms Hotel, Coventry. Browett, Coventry 
Hensman, Arthur John, Goldhawk rd, Hammersmith, Builder. May 15 at 3 at offices 
of Nelson and Co, Bennet’s hill, Doctors’ Commons 
Higgs, Edward Milward, Stourport, Worcester, Blacksmith. May 22 at 3 at office of 
hursfield, Swan st, Kidderminster 
Hill, Frederick, Wolverhampton, Oil and Colour Merchant, May 16 at 11 at Queen st, 
Wolverhampton. Ril 
Holdsworth, Robert Maskill, Wakefield, York, Grocer, May10 at3 at Royal Hotel, 
Wakefield. Dryden, Wakefield 
Hollis, Henry, sg st, Edmonton, Licensed Victualler. May 12 at 3 at office of Rum- 
ney, Wa! 
Hollway, James, Houghton le Spring, Durham, Grocer, May 11 at 11 at offices of 
Graham and Shepherd, John st, Sunderland 
Howard, Robert, Birmingham, Glass and Colour Merchant. May 12 at3 at offices of 
Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham 
Hipaow, Pete, Adverqael, Brass Founder, May 165 at 2 at office of Dickson and Syers 
ord st, Live 
Hughes, John, Lianaberis, Carnarvon, Joiner. May 12 at 12.30 at Castle Hotel, Bangor. 
wis and Edwards, Ruthin 
7, Abraham, Williton, Somerset, Miller. May 10 at 11 at office of Foster, East st, 
‘aunton 
Jacobs, George Maurice, Aldersgate st. Fancy Goods Dealer. May 12 at 2 at the 
Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue. Myers, Gresham bldgs, Guildhall 
— Israel, Sunderland, Draper. May 10 at 3 at offices of Asher, Manor pl, Sunder- 


— poe ar Leicester, Fishmonger. May 15 at 3 at officeof Buckby, Gallowtree 
gate, Leicester 
Jones, William, Hampstead rd, Builder. May 10 at 3 at Martin’s ct, Leicester square. 


Willis 
Jones, William Garratt, Wrexham, Denbigh, Bookseller. May 12 at 12 at office of 
Pierce, Regent st, Wrexham 
Kahn, Aaron, Hyde rd, Hoxton, Boot Maker. May 15 at 2 at office of Sydney, Finsbury 
circus 
Kelly, Florence, Halifax, Milliner, May 18 at3 at Pack Horse Hotel, Huddersfield, 
Freeman, Huddersfiel 
Kirby, Joel, Mexborough, York, Stone Merchant. May 9 at2 at office of Nicholson 
and Co, East Parade, Sheffield 
Knight, Robert Hipwell, and Evan Jenkins, Friday st, Mantle Makers, May 11 at 12 
at office of Plunkett and Leader, St Paul’s Churchyard 
Langford, Robert, Colyford, Devon, Builder, May 15 at 4 at Colcombe Castle Hotel, 
Colyton. Wilton, Colyton 
Laurent,|William Angelo, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Confectioner. May 11 at 11.30 
at office of Thomas, Market Cross chmbrs, Stockton-on-Tees 
Levite, Louis, Trinity st, Borough, Solicitors Clerk. May 6 at 12 at office of Thompson 
and Co, Gt Dover st, Borcugh 
Mason, Christopher Bottomley, Bradford. Waste Dealer. May 11 at 11 at office of 
Beverley and Freeman, Hustlergate, Bradford 
May, Frederick Francis. Harp lane, Gt Tower st, Printer. May 11 at 3 at office of 
Martin and Banks, Qveen st. Cheapside 
Mayne, shame Smith, Hackney rd, Boot Maker, May 15 at 3 at office of Rudall, 
atling s' 
Mills, Edward Thomas, Battlefield, nr Shrewsbury, Salop, Innkeeper, May 12 at 3 at 
office of Morris, Swan Hill, Shrewsbu: 
Morrison, Edward, Liverpool, Shipwright. May 11 at 8 at office of Gibson and 
Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Gregory, Liverpool 
Morrison, Robert, Swansea, Commission Agent. May 10at 2 at Royal Talbot Hotel, 
Victoria st, Bristol 
Moyle, Joseph, Broadway, Hammersmith, Chemist, May 16 at 12 at office of Bockett, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
Murrells, George, Sudbury, Suflolk, Grocer. May 17 at 11 at Canon st Hotel, Canon sr, 
Audrewes and Co, Sudbury 
My mewerd, Liverpool. Auctioneer. May 10 at11 at office of Horner, Stafford st, 
iverpoo 
Nobbs, James John, and William Blake, Park crescent Mews, Crescent rd, Cla 9 
Carman. May 15 at 3 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Keene and Co, Mark lane 
Nolan, Aloysius Patrick, Levenshulme, nr chester, Commercial Traveller. May 18 
at 3 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral » Manchester. Lei, Manchester 
Parker, William Henry, Walsall, Stafford, Commercia. veller. May 10 at 11 at 
office of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 
Patmore, Abi Hatffeld Broad Essex, Farmer, May 10 at 12 at office 
of Baker and Thornycroft, Bishop Stortford, Hertford 
Patrick, Archibald Peter, New e-upon-Tyne, Grocer. May 15 at 11 at office of Scott 
White House bides, Pi st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Percy, Thomas, Castleford, York, School Attendance Officer. May 15 atl at North- 
Eastern Hotel, Castleford. Bradley, Castleford 
Perkins, George Brett, Nottingham, Provision Merchant. May 10 at 4 at office of Cock- 
ayne, Fletcher gate, Nottingham ; 
Phillips, Robert, 3 ristol, Coach Builder, May 10 at2 at office of Clifton and Carter, 
road st, Bris 
Rice, John, Bagshot, Surrey, Miller, May 17at12 at George Hotel, Reading. Cave, 
rackne 
Richards, David, Rhandirm Carmarthen, Grocer. May 16at 10.30 at King’s Head 
Inn, Liandovey. Phillips, Llandovery 
Ritson, Henry, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Painter, May 16 at 1 at office of Jennings, 
in st, Cockermouth 
Rebeneo ~ Pike Cheltenham, Gloucester, Tailor. May 12 at 3 at office of Clark, Regent 
st, Cheltenham 
r, Jenkin, Resolven, nr Neath, Glamorgan, Postmaster, May 8 at 11 at office of 
Sims, Queen st, Neath 
Rosser, William, Llangeinor, Glamorgan, Colliery Manager. May 13 at 2.30 at office of 
Morgan, Mill st, Pontypridd 
Sainsbury, Francis Samuel, Wellingborough, Northampton, Draper. May 19at3 at 
office of Hollier and Battiscombe, Market pl, Leicester 
Saltons Gilbert, and Arthur Mortimer Brown, Friday st, Silk Importers. May 11 
at 12 at Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Bannister, Basinghall st 
Savage, Robert, Chiswell st, Wholesale Milliner. May 10 at 4 at officeof Boyes and 
Child, Poultry. Morris, Walbrook 
Selby, Arthur, Sevenoaks, Kent, Steam Plough Proprietor. May 165 at 12 at the Crown 
Hotel, Sevenoaks. Lepper and Bl , Mark 
Sharpin, William John, Norwich, Tobaconist. May 11 at 3.30 at office of Storey and 
Cowland, Theobald’s rd, Gray’sinn, Tilett, Norwich 
Shea, Francis James, Eveleigh st, Tollingsa Pk, Manufacturers’ Agent, May 8 at3 at 
office of Preston and Co, Southampton bldgs, lane 
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Silversides, Frederick, Leamington hie som, A Aueeions Meat Salesman. May 
guanene. Wilt High st, Warwick. » Wi 
William’ Birmingham, Provision ° — 9 at 3 at office of Jaques, 


step row, Birmingham 
Charles es Arthure es tw Stationer. Mey 18 at 3 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, 
Kil Stock, Walbrook 


Oaanne’ avenue, amet vington an’ 
Sed, Fea! tants Genet May 11 ab ll ot the Law Institute, Albion sb, Leede. Cross, 


siokdale, William, Lancaster, Innkeeper. May 11 at 12 at Queen’s Hotel, Penny st. 
ae ag Augustine, Leicestor, Brewer. May 10 at 3 at Bell Hotel, Leicester. Stone and 


icester 
Swift, § sovanel, Southwell, Nottingham, Butcher. May 12at3 at office of Kirkland, 
uthwell 
i, = omas, Saffron Walden, Essex, ba May 15 at 11 at the Inns of 
‘ourt Hotel, Holborn. Ackland, Saffron Wald 
Thompson, ned Charles, Mincing lane, Colonial irokee, May 19 at 2 at offices of 
Fuller and Wise, Gresham st. Harwood and Ste m, Lombard st 
Wallace, William Hi » Huddersfield, Grocer. May 10 at 12 at offices of Sykes, 
Market st, Huddersfie d 
Ward, Joseph, Blackley, near Manchester, General Dealer. May 18 at 2 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Leigh, Manchester 
Wesetts Kathonial, 1, Walworth rd, Hat ideuatuchtnen. May 11 at 11 at offices of Chalk, 
insbury 
ba George, ~— Nottingham, Boot Dealer. May 12at 3 at offices of Stroud, 
vement, 
white, " — or Thomas J pore Nye, New Brompton, Kent, Builders, May 15 at2 
at 126, High st, Chatham. Norman, Chatham 
Wi ige, Bi g, Harris, East Grinstead, Sussex, Tea Dealer. May 15 at 3 at offices of Cripps, 
ridge Wells 


Wilkinson, e, x Tobacconist. May 10 at 2 at the Rose 
Hotel, Poitesone on — vd 


Williams, Charles, on near ll Suffolk, Farmer. May 22 at 2 at offices of 
Westhorp, Museum st, Ipswich 

Wiles, Moth Dowials, , Grocer. May 9 at 12 at offices of Lewis, Glebe- 
land st, 

Wilson, John Bartho . ae Green rd, Boot Manufacturer. May 8 at 2at offices 
of iripp, Catherine st, Stran 

Woods, Albert, Wesrisgon, Lancaster, Provision Merchant. May 16 at 3 at offices of 
Davies and Co, et pl, Warrington 

Wortman, Mark Gabriel, pays Morris Michaelson, Strand, Tailors. May 11 at 3 at offices 
of Willis, St Martin’s ct, Leicester 

— John, Barrow-in-Furness, t Manufacturer. May 12 at 2 at offices of 

= and Co, Britannia bldgs, Oxford pl, Leeds. Garnett, Barrow-in-Furness 

Wright, —e Somers, Sheffield, Grocer. May 11 at 2 at the Law Society, Hoole’s 

chmbrs, Bank st, Sheffield. Hickmott 


Tunspay, May 2, 1882, 
Allport, Samuel, Sedgley, Stafford, out of business. May 17 at 3 at offices of Stoke 


and Hooper, Priory st, Dudle ey 
Ashmore, Charles Townsend, ‘owkes bldgs, Great Tower st, Merchant. May 23 at 2 at 


offices of Flux and Co, East India avenue 
Ayre, Charles, Fairfield, near Tees Eoratnce — May 16 at 3 at offices of Quilliam, 
Bangh, Bow Sarah, Richmond rd, Dalston. ad 9 at 3 at offices of Paulin, Fen court, Pen- 
church 
May 12 at 3 at offices of Goody, North hill, 
Col chester 
Bennett, Robert, and James Bennett, S' 
anchester 
nson, John, Westerdale Mill, near Yarn, York, Miller. May 15 at 11 at offices of 
Chilton, Mechanics’ Lg at. Dovecot st, Stockton-on-Tees 


Whitechapel, Liverpool, 
Bennet, Charles, Dedham, Essex, Grocer. 
eways, Manchester, Watch Makers. May 
17 at 2 at offices of Horner, Clarence st, 
Boye, Robert, Bradford, Painter. May 12 at 11 at offices of Peel and Co, Chapel lane, 


_— . or » and a Bradbury, Batley, York, Woollen Manufacturers. May 
Bret George ter, Builder. May 17 at 12 at offices of 
orbetl, Avenue House, th r. Blick, Droitwich 
parsing hf oe “on omgaame Professor of Music. May 15 
at Ta es ofices ohn, ancy W ford 
Briggs, s of monde and Co, Cheapside. Cooper 
a ian Breton and James pre Thames st, Iron and Marble Merchants. 


May 11 * 3 at offices of Edmunds 
Brunsden, Charles, Gorse Hill, Stratton, 


Abe co Mew rind oe out of business, May 11 at 3 at offices 
of Boodle, n ew Swindon, Wi 
Bar ». Stafford, Joiners’ Tool Dealer. 


Matthew, May 15 at 11 at offi 
ct paaiock, Ot Old Hail st, , Hanley ta th a 
ushill, J Wolston, near Builder. 11 at 2 at 1 ittle Park 
Cov : > veniry, y a » Little Park st, 
Comins John, Birmingham, Leather Seller. May-11 at 3 at offices of East, Temple st, 


ce ae mona, Tailor. May 12 at 2.30 at offices of Parr and Hayes, 


Christmas, ee March, Cambriiige, Carpenter. May 11 at 11 at offices of Sidney and 


reat. Toalinoy Newport ne@occupation. May 15 at 11 at King’s Head 
= ont of May 10 at 12 at offices of Essery, Nicholas st, 


Cheapside. Wells, Paternoster row 


Thomas Worte,, Onmmibus Proprietor. May 17 at 3 at Law Society, | 
New * yeock and Co, Huddersfield 
Coo! . s and China Dealer. May 11 at 2 at offices of Sibly and 
ee Clothier, May13 at 11 at Cannon st, Hotel, Cannon st. 


Dalinway, Joseph, Devines, ont of business, May 13 at 11 at offices of Smith, High st, 
Draper, William, Waswicls, Boot and Shoe Dealer. May 15 at 11 at offices of Sanderson, 


Chureh. 
Dunn, W Proprietor. May 24 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, 


General Store 
Gresham st. jaw Sau and Oo, Ring Chere nt em Ariat eral 
a ra Bonds, Bat Somerset, Clerk in Holy Orders. May 12 ai 


ans, organ, Se May 11 at 11 at officesof Griffith 
Jones and Co, Great Dar! st, A ith 
Garner, John, Spureto m », Grocer, May 11 at 12.30 at Royal Hotel, Crewe. 


Walker and Co, Chester 
Gibson, Moses Wanstead, Lincoln, Joiner. May 10 at 11 at offices of Page, Flaxen- 


gate, Tipooln 
Sonn eet py. Stafford, Grocer. May 17 at.3 at offices of 
Gray, Henry, Beavington St Mary, Somerset, Farm Bailiff. May 24 at 11 at offices of 
Panll, Court ‘ gi any . Mutt pare 
Greenwood, Willtaa” Watson, Bradford, Stuff Manufacturer. 
radf Bradford. 


Sees 


es, near 


. Narwich, Corn. Marchant, May 9 ab 12 at.officesof Stanley, 





May 13 at 1@ at 12, |; 


Hancox, oo Ryun-ce Seas, Me tote Licensed Victualler. May 18 at 11 at 


Hughes and Masser, Little Park st, 
Han ers “Alfred Feary, Oxford, Boot Dane May 17 at 12 at New Inn, Oxford. 


Harding, Westies, and William Isaac Jackson, Digigen, General Factors. May 

16 at 30 at offices of Dale and Vachell, Bennett's 

Hardy, Lee William, Birmingham, Refreshment opens Keeper. Be hg at 1.30 at 
arent “i of Bass and Co, limd, Newhall st, Birmingham. Jennings and Co, Burton-on- 

ren’ 


art, George, Wakefield, York, Clerk of Works, May 16 at 3 at offices of Harrison and 

eo Chancery lane, Wakefield 

Hower, John, peidioed, Devon, Farmer. May 12 at 11 at offices of Friend, Post Office 
chm xeter 

Hewitt, Louis William, Stretton-on-Dunsmore, were of no oceupation, May 16 at 
3 at offices of Owston and Dickinson, Friar lane, Leicester 

Higham, John Frederick, Hulme, Manchester, Musical Instrument Dealer, May 18 at 
at, ‘So tae of Pritchard and Co, Painters’ Hall, Little Trinity lane, London. Hinde 


— J john poe South Molton, Devon, Tailor, May 12 at 12 at offices of Riccard, 

oul ton 

Hopkins, J ~_ Walbrook, Solicitor. May 10 at 8 at Masons’ Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 
Basin McLachian, Croydon 


gt ent Richard Gregory, Clapham cum Newby, York, Joiner. May 16 at 1 at Flying 
Horse 8) hoe Hotel, nr Ciay ham cum New Tacanginn 
Hurst, Edwin Henry, ee ondon st, Seed ferchant, May 12 at 2 at offices of Lousada 
and "Emanuel, Austinfriars 
Ireton, Arthur John, and Joseph Kilsby Ward, Piazza, Covent Garden, Potato Sales- 
men. May 25 at 12at Ashley’s Covent Garden Hotel, Henrietta st, Covent Garden, 
Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent 
James, Thomas, Much Wenlock, Ven Grocer, May 16 at 12.30 at Raven Hotel, Much 
enlock. Phillips and Co, 8 
Sefer, got Cheltenham, Hotel 3 Keeper. May 12 at 11 at Belle Vue Hotel, Chelten« 
ham. Winterbotham and Co, Cheltenham 
Jennings, Fe ord, . May 12 at 11 at offices of Greaves and Taylor, 
Cheapside, Bradford 


Jewkes, » Sonnen, Salag, Worcester, Straw Dealer. May 12 at 12 at offices of Tinsley, 


Priory st, Dudley 
Johnstone, Hannah, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Grocer. May 20 at 11 at offices of 
Stillman, North Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 
— George, Shrewsbury, Baker. May 17 at 11 at St John’s Hill, Shrewsbury. 
Seam, Ili, Sedgley, Blacksmith. May 15 at 11 at office of Whitehouse, Dudley rd, 
Kaishwbridge, J — Provost st, Hoxton, Draper, May 9 at 3 at offices of Staniland, 
Queen st, Cheapside 
Koppel, Bernard, Commercial rd Hast, Dealerin Boots. May 11 at 2at Masons’ Hall 
‘avern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st,. Waring, yh eg bldgs, Guildhall 
Langley, ‘Thomas, Wellington, Salop, out of business. May 9 at 11 at office of Car- 
rane, Wellington 
Lee, 5 oe ohn _— Manchester, Iron Worker. May 18 at 3 at office of Rylance, Essex 
= anc 
is, Alfred Elias, North Malvern, Worcester, Builder. May 12 at 2.30 at Hop 
Larrket | Hotel, Worcester. Bowers, Great Malvern 
i John 1 George, Worthing, Sussex, Draper. May 16 at 3 Serjeant’s inn; Fleet st, 


Lapladiy, Abraham, Shoreditch, Tailor. May 18 at 3 at John st, Bedford row. Browne 


Marin. teen Brierley, Rotherham, York, Boot and pee Dealer, May 12 at 3 at 
offices of Clegg, b+ =; ore Figtree lane, Sheffiel 
Marshall, Thomas, Bristol, Baker. May TS at Tl ab offies of Evans, Exchange bidgs 


East, 
iat 2 Sheffield, Engraver, May 16 at 2 at offices of Taylor, Norfolk row, 


Moun Joke, Osborne rd, , Hactaty Wick, Baker. May 10 * 11 at Unicorn Tavern, 
vian rd, Roman rd, Ol Hicks, Grove rd, Victoria 
Mickloweigt, Francis Watam, Hastings, Watchmaker. May 16 at 12 at the Guildhall 
Tavern. Langham, Hastin, 
Miroy, Ernest, Jagm, Gnees Victoria st, Clock and Bronze Manufacturer. May 23 at 3 at 
Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st, Morris, Walbrook 
Mo William, Woreester, Dispensing Chemist. May 12 at 12 at office of Goldingham, 
jun, Foregate st, Worcester 
om Charles, Norwich, Clerk in Holy Orders. May 15 at 12 at office of Stanley, Bank 


Plain, Norwich 

ey Eijah, Naunton, Gloucester, Farmer. May 15 at 11 at office of Clark, Regent 
st, eltenh 

Nagios, Alfred Edmund, Medmenham, Bucks, Inukeeper, May 13 at 3 at the Red 
Lion Inn, Gt Marlow. Batting, Gt Marlow 

he. Robert, Worcester, Grocer. May 23 at 13 at office of Corbett, Avenue House, 
the Cross, Worcester 

Normansell, Thomas, West Bromwich, Stafford, Contractor. May 12 at 11 at office of 

Stokes, Temple st, Birmingham 


Parry, Craig ay Anglesey, Farmer, May 15 at 1.30 at Glandwr Llangefni, 
Anglesey. Owen, Ban 
Peacock, John Samuel, Creseter, Schoolmaster. May 19 at 12 at office of Corbett, 


Avenue House, the Gross, W 

Pitcher, Douglas, Brighton, Wine Merchant. May 15 at3 at 145, Cheapside. Good- 
man, North st, Brighton 

Pitt, William, Wolverhampton, Grocer. May 19 at 11.30 at offices of Whitehouse, 
Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Plint, Thomas Edward, Leeds, Stationer’s Clerk. May 15 at 3 at offices of Saville, 
East parade, Leeds 

Prese on Henry, Sheffield. May 17 at 2 at offices of Taylor, Norfolk row, 

e 

Protheroe, Francis Richard Henry, Bristol, Brick Manufacturer. May Th at 12 at office 
of Nicholas, Corn st, 

Purchase, Edward, Bridge rd, rd, Cowkeeper. May 15 at 2 a& offices of Hamlin and 
Grammer, Staple inn, 

nob aS Crocker, Russell ' st, Leather Seller. May 17 at 2 at offices of Marshall, 

anc ane 
berts, William, sti Grocer. May 15 at 3 at offices of Smith and Co, Meeting- 

a lane, Sheffield 

Rogers, John, White Lion st, Chelsea, Ironmonger. Méay 12 at 3 at Inns of Court Hotel, 

olborn. Harrison, Pancras lane 
Russell, Thomas, Taunton, Somerset, Retired Tailor. May 22 at 11 at offices of Kite, 


East at, Taunton 
Seller, Michael Henry, Strand, Bag Manufacturer. May 22 at 3 at 111, Cheapside. 
Reed and Co, Guildhall chm chmbrs, Basinghall st 

Shenton, James, Wh.arton, Chester, Farmer. May 13 at 11 at offices of Green and 
Dixon, High st, \.'insford 

st oo , Charles, Chichester, Sussex, Fishmonger. May 19 at 12 at offices of Edmonds 


eyo Janman, Chichesier 
idd, Newland, York, Commission Agent. — Py at 3 at offices of 
Grogeoh Exchange bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Kingaton-upon-! Thorp, Kingston- 
upon- 


Smith, igh st, Doubri Tonbridge, Kent, Corn Dealer. May 19 at 12 at offices of Stenning, 





Roger pe Welle Stables Farm, Northumberland, Farmer. May 12 
at 12 at offices of der, Spay ger St, bag Seekie oh ciliate of 
‘op! May offices 
oui ie and ee St ”3 churchyard 
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See 


Stacey, Robert, Pealige Islington, Tobacconist. May 15 at3 at offices of Medcalfe, 
Union ct, Old Broad st 

Stanton, ¥ Ash, Surrey, Builder. May 16 at 3 at Bush Hotel, Farnham. Hollett 
and Co, Farn: 

Steele, John, Tunstall, Stafford, Hairdresser. May17 at 3 at offices of Salt and Alcock, 
Market st, Tunstall 3 

Summers, Frederick, Durant st, Bethnal Green, Builder. May 17 at 3 at offices of 
Willis, Charles sq, Hoxton i 

Tewson, Frederick William, Bungay, Suffolk, Auctioneer. May 15 at 2 at King’s Head 
Hotel, Bungay. Bavin and Caynes, Norwich 

Thompson, Thomas, Morecambe, Lancaster. Boot Maker. May 15 at 2 at office of 
Johnson and Tilly, Sun st, Lancaster : 

Trott, John, Inwardleigh, Devon, Shoemaker. May 15 at 3.30 at White Hart Hotel, 
Okehampton. Petherick, Exeter 

Wetherell, Mary Ann, Scarborough, Lodging House Keeper. May 13 at 12 at office of 
Wattsand Kitching, Queen st, Scarborough ; 

ee Ln Liverpool, Linen Draper. May 16 at 3 at office of Lupton, Sweeting 
st, Liverpool 

Wilson, Geofrey, and George Ralph Wilson, Halifax, Cabinet Makers. May 18 at1l at 
Old Cock Hotel, Halifax. Emmet and Walker, Halifax 

Wilson, Thomas Temple, Scarborough, Market Clerk. May 12 at3 at office of Watts 
and Kitching, Queen st, Scarborough , ; 

Wood, William, Stourbridge, Provision Dealer. May 16 at 11 at offices of Collis, Union 
chbrs, Stourbridge 

Woodhouse, Albert, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Nail Manufacturer. May 16 at 11 at office 
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of Wright, High st, Cradley Heath 





number of copies remain on hand. 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat ex! . 

The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 

all palates, keeps better in all climates, and is four times 
he strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a h: mny. 

Cocoatina 4 La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 

In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists 
and Grocers. 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS 
AND SOLICITORS, 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS, 


This new Ink “yy the demand continually made but 
never before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured b 
Steel or other Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this i 
for months do not impair the beauty of its colour, nor are 
the Pens in the least corroded by it. The existing Red 
Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red colour 
if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens. This new 
colour is a very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The 
colour of this ink is not affected by use upon parchment 
and is consequently of great value to Solicitors and 
Draughtsmen. 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s., 3s.; and imperial 
nly ied aaa Also in glass bo at 

and ls. each. 
SOLD BY ALL STATIONERS. 








BY 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1880. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 











The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 


use. 

MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
speedily printed in the pA form for registration and 
distribution. SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES 
&c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed 
and executed. No Charge for Sketches. 


Solicitors’ ‘Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
Stationers, Printers, 3 E mot Eanes Agen 
vers, istration . 
49, ¥F LEET-SIRERT, LONDON, E.C, adh 
of Serjeante’-inn). 
Annual and ther Returns Stamped and Filed 


\_ MAnans LL WHISKY. 











K INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Pure, Mild 
and Mellow, Delicious and very Wholesome. 
Universally recommended by the Profession. 


INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. 
The Cream of Old Irish Whiskies. 








INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, 
Paris Exhibition, 1878; Dublin Exhibition, 1865, 
the Gold Medal. 

Great Titchfield-street, London, W. 





ESTABLISHED 1825, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 203, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 


Estimates and Designs submitted free for entirely Fur- 
nishing Residences, Chambers, Offices, &c. 
—PAINTING, DECORATING, & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 





Carved Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient 
Designs, &c. Bedroom Furniture, including Bedstead and 
Bedding, from £7 10s. per set. 

THIRTY LARGE SHOW ROOMS. 





HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 
200, 203, and 204, Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
N.B.—Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable terms, 


ATES ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
General Printers, Lonsdale Buildings, 27, Chancery- 

lane, immediately opposite the Chancery-lane Post-office . 
LAY, Parliamentary, and General Printing 
by Yates Alexander & Shepheard, 27, Chancery-lane. 


A UGtion EERS’ Work, Particulars and 
Conditions of Sale, Posters, &c., printed by Yates 
Alexander & Shepheard. 


| gare ome Books, Newspapers, Circu- 
lars, Rules and Regulations of Societies printed by 
Yates Alexander & Shepheard, 


| ge err ecertcpe of Public Companies, 

Memoranda and Articles of Association, Share Cerii- 
ficates, Receipts Notices, &c., printed by Yates Alexander 
& Shepheard, 27, Chancery-lane, 


|B pays for Cash allowed by Yates 
Alexander & Shepheard, Lonsdale Buildings, 27. 
Chancery-lane. 


GTATEMENTS of Claim and Defence, Affi- 
davits, Petitions, and Pleadings printed by Yates 
Alexander & Shepheard. 


BAND AND 0©O0”8S OWN SAUCE. 





























ours, PRESERVED PROVISIONS, 





POTTED MEATS and YORK and GAME 
PIES, also 


[yp SSBNCE OF BEEF, BEEF TEA, 








(TUBILE SOUP, and JELLY, and other 





QPRCLALESISS for INVALIDS 





CAUTION :~BEWARE OF IMITATIONS, 
Sole address, 
1, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA. 


The Medical Profession for over Forty Years have ap- 
proved of this pure solution as the bes remedy for 
ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE, 
GOUT and INDIGESTION, 

And as the safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, 

Ladies, Children, and Infan 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA. 








EDE AND SON, 
ROBE » SS « MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 

94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


C. H. GRIFFITHS & SONS. 
THE 
SIX GUINEA LEGAL NEST 
SHOULD BE USED BY ALL SOLICITORS, 
ACCOUNTANTS, &c. 


It is the most convenient and durable yet offered to the 
Profession. 
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Consists of four superior Japanned Deed Boxes, with 
fall-down fronts, and four compartments in each. Secured 
by Hobbs’s Patent or other Locks. Size 20in. by 13in, by 
léin. ‘ 

N.B.—The price quoted above will not admit cf any 

iscount to Stationers or others. 

Mounted on an elegant iron stand with brass mountings. 
0. H, GRIFFITHS & SONS, 43, Cannon-street, E.0, 
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